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Current Topics. 


The Re-opening of the Courts. 


THE COMMENCEMENT of the legal year was a somewhat tame 
affair. The judges respectively appointed and transferred 
during the past year had sat long enough to be considered as old 
stagers, and evoked no great enthusiasm. Most of the judges 
nibbled at a little work, and departed early. By 3.30 the courts 
were deserted, save Court of Appeal No. 1, where three le&rned 
Lords Justices, resplendent in their black and gold robes (the 
Lord Chancellor’s chair being by that time empty), continued to 
administer justice, perhaps encouraged by an unu-ual concourse of 
ladies, assembled to admire the costume, and listen to the observa- 
tions, of the judges ; some of such observations not exaotly “ falling 
at intervals upon the ear in cadence sweet.” One member of the 
bench appeared to have spent his long vacation among deaf 


people. 


The Michaelmas Cause Lists. 


THE Court of Appeal commences work with an aggregate list 
somewhat in excess of that at the commencement of the last 
legal year. There were then 212 appeals, while now there are 
243. At the commencement of the last sittings there were 179. 
The Chancery Division accounts for 53 of these appeals, and 
from the King’s Bench Division there are 151; while from the 
Probate and Divorce Division there is only one. The Chancery 
cause lists keep very near the mark of last year. The total was 
408 a year ago and now is 393, At the commencement of the 
last sittings it was 304. The King’s Bench Division shews a huge 
total of 1,032 cases (including bankruptcy appeals). There were 
985 a year ago, and 819 at the commencemen: of the last sittings. 
The brisk President of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division has worked down the lists of that court from 473 last 
year to 413 now. 


The Inquiry into the Arrears of Business in 
the King’s Bench Division. 

SOME ACCOUNT has reached us of the proceedings of the joint 
committee of both Houses of Parliament appointed to inquire 
into the reasons for the arrears of business in the King’s Bench 
Division. The Lord Chancellor, who is opposed to any increase 
in the number of judges of the division, is stated to have sup- 

his views by evidence before the Commission, and to 

ave been assisted by Sir JOHN MACDONELL, one of the Masters 
of the Supreme Court. The Chief Justice, Lord ALVERSTONE, 
has not yet been examined, but is expected to attend before the 
commission on the 26th inst. The manner in which business is 
transacted on Saturdays is not likely to escape discussion. The list 
of cases for hearing on that day is generally a small one ; we are 
told, indeed, that one case only (belonging to the Civil paper) 
was placed in the list for several Saturdays in succession. This 
arrangement is said to be due to the anxiety of counsel and 
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solicitors to make ample provision for a half holiday in the country. 
In the result, the business transacted on Saturdays is usually of 
little or no importance, and it has been suggested that it would 
be a change for the better if there were no sittings on Saturdays 
and the courts were to sit half an hour earlier or half an hour 
later on the other days of the week. We are quite sure, how- 
ever, that this proposition would be fiercely opposed by a large 
section of the profession, and there is little chance of its being 
carried into effect. 


Implied Warranty in Lease. 


A QUESTION of some novelty in the construction of agree- 
ments between landlord and tenant was recently determined by 
the King’s Bench Division of the Supreme Court of Ireland: 
Murphy v. Bandon Co-operative, &c., Society (1909, 2 Ir. Rep. 510). 
In 1903 the plaintiff demised to the defendant company certain 
lands for a term of years, subject as to part of the lands to a 
weekly tenancy created therein by the plaintiff, together with “all 
the right, benefit and advantage of the plaintiff,” under a 
memorandum of agreement by which the said tenancy had been 
created. By this memorandum of agreement the payment of the 
weekly rent had been guaranteed by two sureties, but, prior 
to 1903, the sureties had been released by the plaintiff. During 
the negotiations for the lease of 1903 a copy of the memorandum 
of agreement was sent to the defendant company, but the release 
of the sureties was not disclosed by the plaintiff, nor was any 
requisition in relation to the contract of suretyship made by the 
defendant company. The lease contained an express covenant by 
the plaintiff for quiet enjoyment, which did not make any refer- 
ence to the contract for suretyship. The defendant company 
having failed to recover the weekly rent from the tenant, sued 
the sureties, who successfully relied on their release by the 
plaintiff. In an action by the plaintiff against the defendant 
company for rent under the lease of 1903, the company counter- 
claimed for damages for breach of contract to assign to them 
the full benefit of the contract of suretyship, and for non. 
disclosure of the discharge of the sureties. The court held that 
the presence in the lease of the above-mentioned express 
covenant negatived the existence of any implied covenant or 
warranty that at the date when the lease was executed the con- 
tract of suretyship was still valid and subsisting. This reason 
appears to be quite satisfactory, but, even in the absence of such 
a covenant, it is a matter of serious doubt whether any warranty 
could be implied from the terms of the lease. 


Withdrawal of Licence as Affecting Tenancy. 


AN IMPORTANT question as to the effect as between landlord 
and tenant of the withdrawal of a licence under the Licensing 
Act, 1904, was decided in Grimsdick v. Sweetman (1909, 2 K. B. 
740). In that case it was argued that the withdrawal of the 
licence of a beerhouse put an end to the liability of the tenant 
to pay rent, notwithstanding that compensation had been paid 
under the Act. It might have been well for the Legislature to 
state expressly whether the withdrawal of the licence was to 
alter the relations of landlord, and tenant, but, since it did not 
do so, the point had to be determined on general principles. If 
the result had been to render the premises unfit for any purpose 
for which they were demised, it seems to have been assumed 
that there would have been a total failure of consideration as 
from the date of withdrawal of the licence, and that as from 
such date the tenant’s liability to pay rent would be at an end, 
and this was based on the doctrines of Taylor v. Caldwell (3 B. 
& 8. 826) and Gowan v. Christie (2 H. L. Se., p. 276). A recent 
example of the doctrine is afforded by Krell v. Henry (1903, 2 
K. B. 740), where an agreement for letting had become impossible 
of performance, and consequently the rent was not recoverable. 
But in the present case the withdrawal of the licence only put 
an end to one use of the premises. They continued to be 
capable of use for other purposes, and consequently there had 
been no such failure of consideration as to terminate the liability 
of the tenant under the lease. “It would, to my mind,” said 
Jair, J., “be a most extraordinary thing to say that because 
the licence has been taken away the tenant has no right to 
continue to live in the house.” Moreover, there seems to be no 


reason to suppose that the compensation paid to the tenant did 
not cover the depreciation in the value of the house due to the 
withdrawal of the licence, and the tenant was therefore not entitled 
to be compensated further by being freed from bis liability under 
the lease. 


Rights of Search Under the Revenue Laws. 


PROVISIONS limiting the right of searching the houses of 
persons suspected of offences against the law have been regarded 
as of high value to British subjects ever since the days when 
Lord CHATHAM, in his speech on general warrants, declared that 
the poorest man might in his cottage bid defiance to all the forces 
of the Crown. But the act of searching the person of anyone 
so suspected is a much less tolerable exercise of power, and we 
may well be surprised at the frequency with which this power 
is conferred upon the officers of the State. The common law 
right of searching a person on his arrest has been fully recog- 
nized by statute and otherwise. Unless, however, there be some 
ground for supposing that an examination of this kind is likely, 
with reference to the nature of the particular charge, to further 
the ends of justice, or unless from the appearance or conduct of 
the prisoner it is considered inexpedient to leave him in 
possession of a knife or similar article, there is no ground for 
inflicting upon him the indignity of a personal search. But a 
number of enactments, including those relating to gaming and 
the detection of smuggling, have overridden the privileges of the 
common law, and, passing to the other side of the Atlantic, we 
find it stated that the revenue laws allow the greatest liberties to 
be taken by ministerial officers, and that oppressive action on 
their part is often submitted to without legal contest, because of 
the facilities which they possess to embarrass, annoy and obstruct 
merchants in the transaction of their business. We hear, how- 
ever, that an action to test the right of the Collector of the Port 
of New York to search American citizens on their arrival has 
been brought in the Supreme Court. The plaintiff alleges that 
the defendant, upon the receipt of a letter from an irresponsible 
foreigner alleging that goods had been smuggled in the plaintiff’s 
vessel, ordered his wife and children to be searched from head to 
foot. It may be admitted that the regulations in force, however 
unreasonable they may seem, must prevail, but it is highly 
expedient that the nature of these regulations should be care- 
fully examined by a court of justice. 


The Law Society’s System of Education. 


THE REPORT on the working of the Law Society’s educational 
system for the period 1903-9, which we print elsewhere, and 
which is a continuation of a report adopted by the Council in 
July, 1906, shews that, if the aotatiigte of a central law school 
have not yet been attained, the society is pursuing steady and 
successful work both in the metropolis and in the provinces. 
The number of students annually receiving instruction either 
orally or by correspondence has nearly reached three hundred, 
and a large number of these have successfully passed the society’s 
examinations. For the last five years studentships have been 
awarded, but it is intended to change the mode in which this is 
done, and in future the candidates will be selected, after an oral 
examination, from those who specially distinguish themselves in 
the preliminary examination. It is hoped that in this way the 
general standard of the preliminary examination may be ulti- 
mately raised. It will be remembered that Mr. WINTERBOTHAM, 
in his recent presidential address, laid stress on the advisability 
of requiring from students a higher standard of general education, 
and the proposed change will doubtless assist in this direction. 
Education in the provinces is assisted not only by the system 
of correspondence teaching, but by the carefully organized 
grants which are made by the Council. In the year 1906. 
these amounted to £1,850, divided among seven centres. For 
the current session the Council has made grants amounting to 
£2,413 divided among ten centres. The three new centres 
which have been added since 1906 are Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Nottingham, and Brighton. The increased grants have been 


accompanied by a satisfactory increase in the number of 





In 1905 there were 299; in 1908, the last year for 
Sheffield is 


students. 
which the returns are complete, they were: 438. 
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favoured by the existence of a faculty of law in its university. 
These educational facilities are not always available for articled 
clerks in the smaller country towns, but an attempt to supply 
this defect has been made by the Sussex Law Society, which 
encourages students from different parts of the county to attend 
the classes at Brighton. Altogether the report gives evidence of 
the energy and organization which are being applied in legal 
education for the solicitors’ branch of the profession. 


The Care of the Feeble-minded. 


AMIDST THE pressure of other, and more immediately interest- 
ing, matters there has been a tendency to overlook the recent 
report of the Royal Commission on the Feeble-minded, and at- 
tention is usefully called to it in the paper on “The Danger of 
the Feeble-minded ” read by Mr. H. F. Brown, of Chester, at the 
provincial meeting of the Law Society. This class of persons 
impose a heavy charge on the community, and unfortunately 
they have a strong tendency to propagate their race. There is 
evidence, says Mr. Brown, that the feeble-minded as a class are 
more than usually prolific, and he adds: “The number of ille- 
gitimate children, the offspring of feeble-minded parents, who are 
themselves provided for at great public expense, and whose 
children grow up to be throughout their lives an additional 
burden to the eommunity, constitutes an evil of intolerable 
magnitude.” In this respect he considers that the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906, in recognizing the claims of illegiti- 
mate children, was a most unfortunate step in the wrong direc- 
tion. But the question of illegitimacy goes beyond that of the 
feeble-minded. Children are not responsible for their birth, and 
once here the State cannot ignore them. However, the statistics 
which Mr. Brown has obtained with respect to the after history 
of mentally-defective children shew how little chance there is of 
the great majority ever becoming self-supporting. Efforts have 
been made, especially in London, to provide them with educational 
facilities, but Mr. Brown regards the effect as only temporary. 
Even the moderate results obtained, he says, cannot be regarded 
as permanent. ‘They fade away with absence of skilled care 
and supervision, and in a short time the work of years is un- 
done.” Mr. BROWN’S remedy is to place the feeble-minded under 
more effectual restraint than has hitherto been attempted. In 
accordance with the report of the commission, he would have them, 
by means of medical examination under the Education Act, 1907, 
sifted out and gradually classified and segregated in suitable 
institutions according to their capacities. This doubtless is an 
interference with the liberty of the subject, but that can hardly 
be regarded as a sufficient objection. ‘“ Provided,” says Mr. 
Brown, “that due precautions are exercised against improper 
detention, I do not see why the law should restrain a man who 
creates a nuisance, and hold its hand from the man who is a 
nuisance.” The thing must be done humanely, but it can hardly 
be doubted that some means to secure the real well-being of the 
feeble-minded will have to be taken. 


The American Lawof Naturalization. 


THE GENERAL policy of the American Government with regard 
to the naturalization of aliens has been to limit the privilege of 
naturalization te white people ; the only distinct departure from 
this general policy being soon after the close of the Civil 
War, when, in view of the peculiar situation of inhabitants of 
African descent, the laws were amended so as to permit the 
naturalization of Africans and aliens of African descent. In the 
year 1862 a law was enacted, in recognition of the services of 
aliens who enlisted in the military service of the country, 
authorizing the naturalization of aliens who should be honour- 
ably discharged from military service, and that law became in- 
corporated in title 30 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
as section 2166. Section 2169 extended the privilege of naturaliz- 
ation to Africans and aliens of African descent, but by the Act of 
1875, to correct errors and supply omissions in the Revised Statutes, 
the section was amended so as to read “ the provisions of this title 
shall apply to aliens being free white persons, and to aliens of 
African nativity and to persons of African descent.” In a case which 
will be shortly heard before the Circuit Court of Cincinnati the 
American Government has opposed the naturalization of a Turkish 





citizen on the ground that he is not “a white man” within the 
meaning of the general law. It is argued that the intention of the 
statutes was to exclude from the privilege of citizenship all alien 
races except the Caucasian, and reliance is placed upon a passage 
in Kent’s Commentaries, in which the learned author: doubts 
whether the yellow or tawny races of the Asiatics are “ white 
persons” within the purview of the law. In the case of Buniaro 
Kumagai (163 Fed. Rep.) the district court of Washington re- 
fused the application of an educated Japanese gentleman (holding # 
certificate of honourable discharge from the regular army of the 
United States) to become a naturalized citizen, on the ground that 
it was the intention of Congress to maintain a line of demarcation 
between races, and to extend the privilege of naturalization only 
to those of that rage which was predominant in the country. The: 
decision of the Federal Court will be awaited with interest, and 
it is possible that the final rain pg of the existing law may 
be determined by the Supreme Court. 


Cheques for Sums of Money less than 20s, 

SoME IGNORANCE appears to prevail as to the minimum’ 
amount for which a cheque may legally be drawn. We read 
that a question has been raised in the State of New York as 
to the validity of cheques for an amount less than one dollar, 
owing to an enactment passed in the year 1862 to. prevent the 
use of such cheques as fractional currency. It is thought, how- 
ever, that there is nothing in this law to interfere with the use 
of cheques for any amount, however small, where they are not 
intended to be put into circulation as a substitute for money. 
The law in England may be easily ascertained. By 48 Geo. 3, 
c. 88, negotiable bills or notes for less than 20s. were made void, 
and any person who issued or negotiated them was subject to a 
penalty not exceeding £20. An exception was made in favour of 
cheques by 23 & 24 Vict. c. 111, 8. 19. Both these provisions are, 
however, repealed by the Second Schedule of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882, and there is now no limit to the sum for which an English 
bill, note, or cheque may be drawn. It is unnecessary to consider 
how far bankers would approve of their customers discharging 
their smaller household liabilities by cheques instead of coin. 








The Restoration of the Judge at 
Chambers. 


Ir will be good news to solicitors and to the junior bar to hear 
that the status quo ante has been restored at judges’ chambers by 
the rules which came into operation on the first day of the 
Michaelmas Sittings. At first sight, the Rules of the Supreme 
Court first named “July” and afterwards “ August,” 1909, do 
not make any such sweeping change as we have indicated, but 
the analytical notes in the Annual Practice, 1910, under Order 54, 
Part III., leave no doubt that this is their real effect. So clearly 
does this appear on a close examination of these rules, amending 
the Rules of the Supreme Court, July, 1908, that it is difficult to 
understand why the last named rules were not annulled. Such 
a course would have been more simple and would have clearly 
conveyed to the legal public the important fact that the com- 
plicated scheme for chamber business in the s Bench 
Division introduced a year ago had been found unworkable and 
had been withdrawn. Solicitors and barristers practising in 
judges’ chambers are the persons primarily interested in 
obtaining the earliest and fullest information of any c in 
the official arrangements for ee chamber business, and 
when, as has ma, wore the whole scheme which has governed 
the chamber business of the judges during the past legal year 
has been abandoned, and the old system restored, it is essential 
that the profession shoula have a clear intimation of the change. 
This it has not received, for the Rules of August, 1909, amending 
Order 54, Part III., cannot be said to clearly indicate what is 
their real effect. For the benefit of our readers we will 
endeavour to make this clear. . 

The Rules of July, 1908, which came into operation on the 
12th of October, 1908, introduced a novel and undoubtedly 
attractive scheme for the disposal of irterlocutory applications 
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and appeals to a judge in pending King’s Bench actions. The 
practice of the Commercial Court has always been that all direc- 
tions for the conduct of the action should be given by the Com- 
mercial Judge. This has worked so well that the idea was con- 
ceived to apply this method to all actions in the King’s Bench 
Division, so that the judge who would try the action might give 
directions, or hear appeals from the master’s directions, in that 
action. The two main difficulties to be surmounted were, first, 
to ascertain who the judge would be ; secondly, where he would 
sit to dispose of the interlocutory judge’s applications. 

There are insurmountable difficulties in the way of assigning 
King's Bench actions to a particular judge, as is done in the 
Chancery Division, but it was considered possible to allocate for 
a year ahead all common jury actions to two named judges, 
special jury actions to two others, and non-jury actions 
to two others, and assign all judge’s interlocutory business 
in these several kinds of actions to the respective pairs 
80 selected. Mita meet = ester complication of the circuit 
arrangements an “ interlocutory judge” was appointed from time 
to time oe the Lord Chief J sat tor fe = sree applica- 
tions in the absence of the judge who would have taken them 
had he been in London. This judge was named “the judge for 
interlocutory business.” As to the place of hearing of judge’s 
applications, it was left to each of these seven judges to decide 
to take them either in court or in their private rooms, which of 
course necessitated the keeping of seven separate judges’ lists for 
chamber business, in lieu of the one list for continuous sittings 
in one place—namely, judges’ chambers. 

The above is a bare outline of the scheme, omitting a number 
of attendant subsidiary complications. It was formulated with 
astonishing ingenuity, and made to hinge upon two elaborate 
tables which fixed for every day for a year ahead the work which 
every judge would perform, and the place where he would sit. 


The scheme, in fact, provided for all contingent possibilities 


except one, and that one ruined the whole seheme from the very 
outset. It took no cognizance of the fact that the judges as 
— beings are subject to like ailments as the rest of mankind. 
~ ea0ne3 Lagoa sag ae _ pa, but broke down hopelessly 
ing to j i 
sineces ~ dh ~~ dad e interchange of judges during temporary 
ow, thon, has this scheme been nullified? This has been 
effected by a small, but highly important, amendment of ord. 
54, r. 31, coupled with a direction of the Lord Chief Justice. As 
it originally stood, that rule provided that all judge’s interlocutory 
— and appeals in an action “ shall be dealt with by the 
judge who according to the rota of business in the King’s Bench 
Division may be expected to try such action.” The rota was 
contained in the tables above referred to. The rule as amended 
merely provides that all such applications to the judge for 
interlocutory business shall if such judge so directs be dealt with 
by the judge who may be expected to try the action. Otherwise 
he shall deal with it himself. The explanation of this curious 
amendment follows. 
: Rule 34, which allocates the several kinds of actions to the 
judges in charge of the respective lists, gives power to the Lord 
Chief Justice to “‘ otherwise direct,” and in pursuance of this power 
he has issued the following direction; “I hereby direct that, 
from and after the 1st of October, 1909, all judges’ summonses, 
appeals, and applications to a judge in actions or matters directed 
to be tried with a ial jury, or common jury, or without a jury, 
shall be returnable before the judge for interlocutory business, 
and shall be heard and determined by him ” (Annual Practice, vol. 
1, p. 830). All judges’ interlocutory business in all actions, 
therefore, is to go to the judge for interlocutory business. 

It only remains to translate this phrase, “the judge for inter- 
locutory business,” and the story of the restoration of the judge 
at chambers is complete. Ord. 54, r. 40, is as follows: “For 
the purpose of exercising every authority conferred by statute, 
order or rule upon the judge at chambers, and not hereinbefore 
rar ra A provided for, the judge for interlocutory business 
shall be the judge at chambers.” 

The conclusion of the whole matter, therefore, is that (1) the 
whole of the judges’ interlocutory applications, distributed by 


the scheme of 1908, are, notwithstanding any provisions to the | 








contrary contained in the rules of Order 54, Part IIT., now trans- 
ferred to the judge at chambers by the direction of the Lord 
Chief Justice ; and (2) that all -future judge’s interlocutory 
applications will, under the same direction, be dealt with 
by the judge at chambers, with power to direct in a 
particular case that such applications shall be dealt with by 


‘the judge “ who may be expected to try such action or matter.” 


This discretionary power appears to be the only thing saved from 


‘the wreck of the scheme of 1908 ; and we are under the impres- 
‘sion that the judge at-chambers bas always had power to 


exercise this discretion in any case in which it appeared to him 
desirable, with the acquiescence of the judge to whom the inter- 
locutory applications were to be referred. 

We are at a loss to understand why the rules of August, 1908, 
have been retained. The scheme embodied in them depended 
entirely on the elaborate tables referred to fixing the nature of 
work and place of every judge for every day in the year to come. 
No such table has been issued this year, and, therefore, the 
foundation on which the provisions in the rules rested has been 
removed, and the rules themselves have, in effect, been nullified 
by the official direction of the Lord Chief Justice. Why then 
have they not been repealed? Echo answers “ Why ?” 








The Present Shape of the Finance 
Biil. 

THE prolonged discussion of the Finance Bill in Committee has, 
as is well known, resulted in very extensive alterations, and from 
the notices of numerous further amendments which have been 
issued by the Government for the Report stage—182, it is stated, 
on Part I. of the Bill alone—it would seem that it is even now by 
no means in the form in which it will leave the House of Commons. 
But it may be convenient to take advantage of the reprint of the 
Bill as it left Committee in order to point out the chief features 
in which, so far, it has been snek The only alteration in 
respect of the principle of the land taxes has been in the mineral 
rights duty. ‘The increment value duty and the reversion duty 
remain in essentials untouched, but the mineral rights duty has 
been altered from a tax on undeveloped minerals to a tax on the 
annual profits from worked minerals, and this change, which is 
embodied in the new clause 20, has necessitated the addition of 
several subsequent clauses—clauses 21 to 24—in order to provide 
for the praetical working of the duty. 

The provisions as to increment value duty are now contained 
in clauses 1 to 12. Words are introduced in clause 1 to shew that 
the duty is only to be levied in respect of increment value accru- 
ing after the 30th of April, 1909 ; itis to be levied on the occasion 
of sales or leases—the leases exempted being those not exceeding 
fourteen years, instead of seven years as originally; on the 
occasion of deaths occurring after the commencement of the Act ; 
and, in the case of bodies corporate or unincorporate, on the 
periodical occasions provided in the Bill. As regards transfers 
and leases words have been introduced to confine the duty to 
cases where the transfer or lease is made in pursuance of a 
contract made after the commencement of the Act; and as 
regards duty leviable on death, it is now provided that marriage 
shall be deemed to be a valuable consideration for the purpose of 
applying to this case the provisions of sections 1 and 2 of the 
Finance Act, 1894. 

Clause 2, which defines increment value, received comparatively 
little alteration in Committee, but is apparently to be redrafted 
on Report. This value will be the amount (if any) by which the 
site value of the land, on the occasion on which the duty becomes 
due, exceeds the original site value. Upon a transfer or sale the 
consideration will be the site value, after making the specified 
deductions. The main item of deduction is the value of buildings ; 
but some new matters have been added—namely, moneys 
expended in the redemption of land tax or rentcharges, and value 
attributable to the good hus of any person in occupation 
of or interested in the land. And it is provided that the com- 
missioners are to record all allowances and deductions made under 
the section. Where the duty is payable at death or on a periodical 















eo 7 er Pre ON 


—_—- rm we) 


~~ me © 


OLAS OOD 











Oct. 16, 1909. | THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 53.] 849 
=_= —— 








occasion the site value will be a matter of assessment. The 
collection of the duty will frequently necessitate the apportion- 
ment of the original site value, and the apportionment is to be 
determined under clause 2 (4) by the commissioners, but a 
provision has been added enabling the owner to procure an 
apportionment by the commissioners at any time. Sub-clause 5 
ps of a higher consideration than the first total value being 
substituted for that value when it was paid within twenty years 
before the 30th of April, 1909, and a similar provision has been 
inserted in favour of mortgagees who at any time have advanced a 
sum exceeding the total value as first adopted under the Act. 

The general provisions as to the collection of increment value 
duty are contained in clause 3, and the clause now includes a 
provision for reducing the first increment value by 10 per cent. 
of the original site value, and subsequent increment values by 10 
per cent. of the Jast preceding site value; but the total remission 
of duty under this head during the as period of five years 
is limited to one quarter of the last site value prior to that 
period. Under clause 4 it is still proposed that increment value 
duty on the occasion of a transfer or lease shall be collected on 
the conveyance or lease, and no attention has been paid to the 
practical difficulties which will result from this provision, the 
only alteration in this respect being a provision for a stamp 
denoting that no increment duty is payable. It is now expressly 
provided tbat the duty shall be a debt due to the Crown from the 
transferor or lessor. In the case of leases the duty will be 
payable by instalments, and there is a new provision for remission 
of future instalments where the lease is prematurely determined ; 
and also for the return of the duty in case the transaction in 
respect of which it is paid is not carried into execution. Where 
the duty is payable on death it might be supposed that the duty 
would only be payable out of the property assessed to it, but a 
proviso has been added to clause 5 allowing the Crown to rank 
against other property of the deceased pari passu with other 
creditors. 

Clauses 7 and 8 contain the exemptions in favour of agricul- 
tural land and small houses which were introduced in Committee. 
Increment value duty is not to be charged in respect of agri- 
cultural land while that land has no higher value tban its value for 
agricultural purposes only ; and the sites of dwelling-houses are 


exempted where the owner is the occupier, and the annual value, . 


as adopted for income tax, does not exceed £40 in London, 
£26 in towns of 50,000 inhabitants, and £16 elsewhere. Exemp- 
tion has also been introduced in the case of agricultural land occu- 
pied and cultivated by the owner upto fifty acres, where the average 
value does not exceed £75 an acre. Clause 9 contains the new 
exemption in favour of land used for games or recreation. 
Passing over the new clauses—10, as to Crown lands, and 11, as 
to flats—we come to clause 12, which concludes the group of 
clauses on increment value duty. This clause precludes persons 
from claiming dedu:tions on any ascertainment of site value 
which he omitted to claim on previous occasions. 


The clauses on reversion duty—13 to 15—remain practically | 


unchanged. The duty is to be levied on the value of the beneiit 
accruing to the lessor by reason of the determination of the 
lease, and is to be at the rate of £1 for every £10 of such value. 
Words have been introduced enabling the lessor to deduct the 
cost of permanent works executed by him, and of compensation 
at the determination of the lease payable by him. In the case of 





certain purchasers of reversions before the 30thof April, 1909, there 
will be no duty charged on the determination of the lease. For 
the purpose of this exemption the lease must determine within 
forty years of the date of the purchase, and not thirty years as in 
the original Bill ; and the duty is not to be charged on the deter- 
mination of leases of agricultural land, or where the original term 
did not exceed twenty-one years. And where a mortgagee of a 
reversion forecloses under a mortgage dated before the 30th of 
Apri, 1909, the reversion duty is limited to the excess of the 
benefit accruing by the determination of the lease over the 
ameunt payable under the mortgage. 

Clauses 16 to 19 deal with undeveloped Jand duty, and the alter- 
ations consist mainly of the introduction of exemptions. Where 
at least £100 per acre has been spent on roads or sewers the . 
land will for ten years subsequently not be treated as undeve- 





loped ; and there is a new and important exemption in favour of 
land which is being kept free of buildings in pursuance of a 
definite scheme for the development of the area of which the 
land forms part, and where it is reasonably necessary in the 
interests of the public, or in view of the character of the 
neighbourhood, that it should be kept free from buildings. The 
duty, moreover, is not to be char, on the site value of any 
agricultural land, occupied and cultivated by the owner, up to a 
value of £500. ! 

As already stated, the clauses dealing with mineral rights duty 
are all new, and it is unnecessary to mention them further. 
Clauses 25 to 32 regulate valuation for the purposes of all the 
new land taxes. The total value of land is the amount which 
the fee simple would realise if sold in the open market by a 
willing seller ; the site value is the value of the fee simple simi- 
larly ascertained on the assumption that the land is divested of 
buildings and timber and fruit trees. But clause 25 is, it is 
stated, to be redrafted and provision made for four different 


values— value, full site value, total value, and assessable site 
value. Clause 26 embodies one of the chief alterations made in 


Committee—namely, the transfer of the business of making the 
original valuation from the landowner to the commissioners, 
and many of the further alterations in this group of elauses are 
consequential. The allowance of an appeal from the referees to 
the High Court, embodied in clause 33, is another change of 
great importance. The supplemental group of clauses, 35 to 42, 
contain further exemptions ; in particular, exemption in favour 
of land occupied and used for charitable purposes, and of the 
land of statutory companies; and clause 40 makes special pro- 
vision for the valuation of copyhold lands. The numerous 
alterations in Committee make it natural that drafting 4mend- 
ments should be required at a further stage in order to secure 
uniformity, but the amendments of which notice has been given 
seem to shew that the Bill is still to be altered in substantial 


points. 








Reviews. 


The Annual Practice. 


THe ANNUAL PRACTICE, 1910: BEING A COLLECTION OF THE 
STaTuTEes, ORDERS AND RULES RELATING TO THE GENERAL 
Practice, PRoCKDURE, AND JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME 
Court, with Notes, Forms, &c. By B. Fosserr Lock, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law, CHARLES BuRNEY, a Master of the Supreme 
Court, and Francis A. Srrincer, of the Central Office, Royal 
Courts of Justice. In Two Vots. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Tue ABC GuipE To THE PRACTICE OF THE SUPREME CouRT, 
1910. E:cuta Eprrion. By F. R. P. Srrincer, of the Central 
Office of the Supreme Court. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This edition of the Annual Practice sees an important change 
in the editorial staff. Mr. Thomas Snow, te whom it owed its 
origin, has retired, and his place has been taken by Mr. B. Fossett 
Lock. In his competent hands there is no doubt that the work will 
retain the position as an authoritative guide to the whole question of 
procedure which it has long had with those officially and profession- 
ally connected with the conduct of litigation. In years e by 
there used to be suggestions that the bulk of the Annual 
might be diminished, and it is singular that the mere statement of 
how to play the rules of the game should require a two volume 
edition of the present dimensions. But the amount of detail 
which has to.be encountered in providing for the very various 
forms which legal disputes take has rendered any reduction of 
size so far impracticable; on the contrary, the inclusion of new 
sets of rules has led to a slight increase in the bulk of 
both volumes. As in former editions, the first velume is occu- 
pied with the Rules of the Supreme Court, and these are a 
annotated, though its size is largely due to the table of cases, 
the index, ie oy eons yd for amg = = page seen YT: 
Seeing that the of the volume contains another 1,100 pages, it 1s 
intelligible that it should loom somewhat large on the practitioner's 
shelf. The printing of the rules, and the arrangement and fulness of 
the notes to them, leave nothing to be desired. U nder order 50, for 
instance, the present practice as to injunctions and receivers, in 
particular as to Lay damages in heu of an injunction, is wy 
completely stated. A useful feature is the prefixing to 
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order of a summary of the subjects dealt with under it. Under 
——— orders, like order 55 on Chambers in the Chancery Division 
and order 65 on Costs, this furnishes valuable help to the practitioner. 
The second volume contains the appendices to the rules, with forms, 
the Judicature Acts, and other relevant statutes, and much additional 
matter. A changehas been made as regards the statutes relating to 
solicitors, and these are now printed with the notes on solicitors, 
so that all the matter is placed together in Part IV., Div. ITT., where 
it constitutes a comprehensive statement of the professional rights and 
liabilities of solicitors. Part X. contains a statement of the practice 
on the Revenue Side of the King’s Bench Division, and the work 
concludes with a carefully compiled table of matters relating to 
appeals. The whole work is a remarkably full guide to questions of 
practice and procedure. 

The A B C Guide to Practice furnishes an extremely useful epitome 
conveniently arranged in the manner indicated by its title. 





Books of the Week. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, with Explanatory Notes 
Comments, and Digest of Cases Decided in the English, Scotch and 
Trish Courts. By Henry Lynn, Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. 
Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The Poor Law Acts, 1894 to 1908 (Revised and Annotated), with 
Notes of the Decisions of the Courts and of the Orders of the Local 
Government Board and other Departments. By Hersert Davey, 
Barrister-at-Law. Hadden, Best, & Co. 


A Manual of Forensic Chemistry, dealing Especially with Chemical 
Evidence, its Preparation and Adduction, based upon a Course of 
Lectures delivered at University College, University of London. By 
Wituiam Jaco, F.I.C., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


A Concise and Practical Manual to the Companies Act, 1908 (Con™ 
solidation Act), for the Use and Reference of Solicitors. Secretaries’ 
Shareholders, Directors, and Others. By Lronarp Mossop, B.A. 
B.C.L. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law, and W. A. WaterR.ow, Solicitor. 
Fourteenth Edition. Waterlow Bros. & Layton (Limited). 


The Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, with an Introduction 
Thereto and a Commentary Thereon, together with the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries Rules and Forms. 1908, the County Court 
Rules and Forms, 1909, and Orders as to Costs and Fees ; also the 
Allotments and Cottage Gardens Compensation for Crops Act, 1£87, 
and the Ground Game Acts, 1880 and 1906, with Notes Thereon 
respectively ; and also the Law of Distress Amendment Acts, 1888 

1895, the Rules Thereunder, and the Law of Distress Amend- 
ment Act, 1908, forming the Third Edition of ‘‘The Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1906.” By Georcre Artuur Jounston, M.A. (Oxon.), 
J.P. (Berks.), Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson. 


The Solicitors’ Patent Practice. By Georce FREDERICK EMERY; 
LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson. 


The Law of Rent-charges (commonly called Chief Rents), mainly 
from a Conveyancing Standpoint. By J. M. Easton, Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


The “General” Rate of the Metropolitan Boroughs, its Leading 
Principles, Collection and Enforcement: a Legal and Practical 
Guide, with Forms and Precedents. By Gro. W. Ciarke, A.K.C., 
Barrister-at-Law. Arthur Bonner. 


Council of Legal Education Calendar, 1909-10. Offices of the 
Council. 


Butterworth’s Quarterly Digest of Reported Cases from January 
Ist to October 1st, 1909: being the Third Quarterly Supplement of 
Butterworth’s Eleven Years’ Digest, and containing the Cases 

in the Supreme and other Courts. Edited by Harry 
Crover, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 


REPORT ON THE WORKING OF THE SOCIETY’S EDUCATIONAL 
SYSTEM FROM 1903-9. 


(In continuation of Report adopted by the Council in July, 1906.) 


1. At the close of the third session of the society’s reconstituted 
system, a report on the working of the system during the first three 
years of its existence was adopted by the council, and a copy, accom- 
panied by a letter from the saga moon (Mr. Henry Attlee), was sent 

his report is in continuation of that so 


to each member of the society. 


published, up to the end of the sixth session. As in the former report, 
the matter may be conveniently divided into two parts. 
A. Tue Socrety’s Own TEACHING. 


2. No great departure has been made from the lines laid down in the 
last report for the general working of the system.* The scope of the 
system, the combination of lecture and class, the hours chosen, and the 
method of terminal examinations have been found to meet with general 
satisfaction, and, except in one respect, have not been materially altered. 

3. The exception alluded to is, that the currency of the composition fee 
for Final and Intermediate students has been extended from one to two 
years, and from six months to one year respectively. This change, 
which was introduced in September, 1907, means that students are 
invited to spread their teaching over the longer periods, instead of 
completing it in the shorter; and a majority of them have done so. 
From an educational standpoint, and for convenience of office work, the 
advantages of this plan can hardly be doubted. But it has this prac- 
tical drawback, that the student, as he approaches his examination, is 
apt to become nervous about his knowledge of the earlier subjects in his 
curriculum. Probably there is, in most cases, no justification for such 
fears; but they exist, and call for treatment. : 

4. It is accordingly proposed to try the experiment in the approaching 
session of revision classes in subjects taken at an earlier period of the 
student’s career; so that, as he nears the end of his course, the student 
will have an opportunity of going a second time over the ground. In 
adopting this practice, it will be necessary to guard carefully against 
anything in the nature of “cramming ’”’; and this will probably be best 
achieved by restricting the classes to men who have taken the subjects 
at full length before, and ‘have thus had a reasonable chance of master‘ 
ing the elements of the subject. Under this head will be included those 
former correspondence students who may happen to be in London for 
the last few months of their articles. Im these revision classes the 
more important parts of the subjects can be dwelt upon, difficulties 
which the student has experienced in going over his notes cleared up, 
and the most recent decisions and statutes alluded to. 

5. In order that the considerable amount of extra work involved in 
this plan may be accomplished without an increase of staff, it will 
probably be found necessary to drop, at least for a time, the special] 
advanced classes which were started in January, 1906. In spite of the 
great variety of subjects offered, and the excellent work which was 
done by some of the students, these classes have never been very 
popular, the reason apparently being that, with the full ordinary 
curriculum provided, students have not time to devote to research in 
special branches of the law. 

6. Some idea of the work accomplished by the Legal Education Com- 
mittee and the teaching staff during the last six sessions may be 
zathered from the following figures. The committee has held 87 meet- 
ings and three sub-committee meetings. Im all, 904 different ctudents 
have joined the classes. Of these 904 students, 695 attended the oral 
classes, while 209 took their teaching by correspondence only. The 
following table shows the further distribution of these students, session 
by session, amongst the various objects of study :— 


TABLE OF ATTENDANCE, 1903-9. 























| Correspondence LL.B, and 

| Oral Students. | en cA.B. ont 
fession. Students; Total. 

| »(exclu- 

| Final. Intermediate, | Final. | Intermediate, | sively) 
1903-4 126 46 20 15 5 212 
1904-5 119 34 25 29 7 214 
1905-6 102 73 25 30 5 235 
1906-7 124 74 32 35 13 278 
1907-8 | 150 82 24 38 5 | 299 
1908-9 | 129 70 34 37 7 1 OFF 

! 

Totals | 750 | 379 | 1600 | 184 42 | 1,515 











7. It should be observed that the figures given in column 6 of the 
above table (“LL.B. and advanced students’’) represent only those 
students exclusively concerned with degree or advanced subjects during 
those sessions respectively. Many other students also took these sub- 
jects, but as they were also attending classes for the society’ 
examinations, they are classed as “ Final” or “ Intermediate ”’ students 
in the earlier columns. In all, seventy-two students have taken the 
advanced and degree classes since they were started, and the names of 
twenty of these appear in the class lists of London University. 

8. Inasmuch as part of the duty laid upon the Legal Education Com- 
mittee on its appointment was the preparation of articled clerks for the 
society’s examinations, the figures given in the previous report may be 
supplemented to bring them up to date. The figures for the honours 
examination held in June of the present year are not yet available, 
and therefore, in respect to ‘honours, the figures for 1908-9 only repre- 
sent three-quarters of the session. As the lists of candidates are not 
published, it is impossible to eay what percentage of the society's 
students failed in the examinations. But, inasmuch as out of a total of 
904 students 833 have been actually successful, while a very considerable 


* The details of this system will be found in par. 6 of the Report of July 6, 1906. 
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number have not yet been up for examination, the percentage of 
failures cannot be large. 


TABLE OF RESULTS IN THE SOCIETY’S EXAMINATIONS. 


























Honours, 
Session. | Final. | inter | Total. 
Ist Class | 2nd Class| 8rd Class; Total. 
1903-4 34 4 58 a 2 1 3 
1904 6 69 40 109 1 12 9 22 
1905-6 83 50 133 2 6 8 16 
1906-7 81 83 164 2 9 8 19 
1907-8 107 7 186 1 15 14 3 
1908-9 107 76 183 2 10 4 16 
| (three qluarters) | 











9. The system of studentships described in par. 12 of the previous 
report has not been so popular as could have been desired; though 
in cases in which it has been tried it has worked well. The following 
table shows the number of candidates and awards in the five sessions 
during which it has been in existence. An important change will take 


effect next session in the method of awarding studentships to candi- |- 


dates not yet articled. The candidates will be selected, after an oral 
examination, from those who specially distinguish themselves in a first or 
honours division of the society’s preliminary examination; and thus, 
it is hoped, the general prs | rd of the latter examination may be 
ultimately raised and its popularity increased. Other changes in the 
studentship system are in contemplation. 


TABLE OF STUDENTSHIPS. 





Year. | No. of Candidates. No. Awarded. 





1905 62 8 
1906 26 7 
1907 35 6 
1908 20 5 
1909 32 5 








10. The fees charged to students attending the society’s lectures and 
classes are included in the specimen time-table. From this 
it will appear that the articled clerk is able to obtain a complete 
course of oral teaching for the final examination for the sum of £7, 
or if his principal is a member of the society, for £5 10s. The fees 
for the intermediate oral course are £4 10s. and £3 15s. respectively. 
These fees are slightly higher than those charged when the last report 
was drawn up; but they include very considerable additions to the 
curriculum then in force. 

B. Lecat Epvucation 1x PRovincrat CENTRES. 

11. When the former report was issued, a general scheme for the 
organization of the educational grants made by the council had just 
been adopted as the result of a conference held in London. his 
scheme has now been in force for a period of nearly four years, and 
has undoubtedly proved successful in stimulating legal education in the 
provinces. Under the scheme, a complete review of the agencies at 
work, based on returns supplied by the provincial authorities them- 
selves, takes place every autumn; and the council then allots the grants 
for the succeeding session in accordance with the progress shown by 
the local centres, and the amount of the funds at its disposal. These 
grants are not paid until March or April of the following year; but, 
in the meantime, the local authority can make up its budget and pro- 
ceed with its plans for the ensuing session. 

12. A few figures will give some idea of the progress of the system 
since the issue of the last report. In the year 1906 the council made 
educational grants amounting to £1,850, divided among seven centres. 
For the session 1909-10 the council has made grants amounting to 
£2,413 9s. 8d., divided amongst ten centres. The three new 
centres which have come into existence since 1906 are Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Nottingham, and Brighton; whilst Sheffield, though 
retaining its individuality as a teaching centre, has, for purposes of 
financial relations with the council, amalgamated with the Yorkshire 
Board of Legal Studies. The number of students attending the pro- 
vincial centres thus supported has increased, from 299 in 1905 to 438 
in 1908, the last date for which the returns are complete. 

13. Among the individual centres, the most striking developments 
have been at Sheffield and Bristol. In the former, a Faculty of Law, 
with power to grant law degrees, was established last year in the 
already existing university ; and students in Sheffield and district are 
now able to pursue a full legal curriculum without neglect of their 
professional work. At Bristol, though the newly-established 
university does not at present grant degrees in law, arrangements are 
being made by which the teaching given by the Bristol Board of Legal 
yes will be recognised as part of the curriculum for the. Arts 
egree. 

14. Finally, it may be mentioned that some progress has been made 
towards solving the hitherto unsolved problem of the education of the 
articled clerk in the smaller country towns. In the year 1907, the 


Sussex Law Society established a centre at Brighton which is attended 


osnaing ; and the council cannot but feel that the example of the 
ussex Law Society might, with great advantage to the profession, 
be imitated by other provincial law societies whose jurisdiction extends 
over country towns. It is precisely in the less thickly-populated dis- 
tricts that the articled clerk stands most in need of educational 
facilities. 

{The schedule contains a time-table for the third term, 1909, and a 
statement as to fees, &c.] 


The Danger of the Feeble-Minded. 


(Continued from page 839.) 


The following are examples of the sort of improvement to be expected 
from the special instruction of the feeble-minded. I have selected as 
examples children under ten :— 

(First case)—When admitted in September, 1903, at the age of 
six, knew one or two letters, could write a few letters and count a 
little. At the age of eleven can read fairly, do dictation, write a 
simple letter, work addition and subtraction sums, knit and sew a 
little, knows most sensations of taste, smell, and touch, answers 
well in object-lessons, and knows most coins and weights. 

(Second case)—When admitted in May, 1898, at the age of seven, 
knew one or two letters, scribbled on slate, paid no attention to 
any lessons, and was very excitable. At the age of seventeen can 
read well and do dictation, write a letter, work addition and 
subtraction sums, knit aud sew a little, knows most sei gitions of 
taste, touch, and smell, can tell the time to five minutes, answers 
fairly well object-lessons, knows most weights and coins, and is 
good at domestic work. 

(Third case)—When admitted in October, 1903, at the age of eight, 
made an attempt at drill, knew no letters, could make one or two 
letters on a slate, counted a little, and knew a few sensations of 
taste. At the age of thirteen can read an easy reader fairly, do 
easy dictation, work addition sums, and knows most sensations of 
taste, touch, and smell; answers well in object-lessons, knows most 
coins and weights, and can knit cuffs. 4 

Thus although these schools and institutions have effected much use- 
ful work, one cannot help feeling that the practical result is that the 
feeble-minded child becomes only a feeble-minded adult educated into 
rather a better routine of thought and habit—that no child really feeble- 
minded is cured. Even the moderate results obtained cannot be regarded 
as permanent. They fade away with absence of skilled care and 
supervision, and in a short time the work of years is undone. There are 
many causes tending to the discharge of feeble-minded from the special 
schools and from institutions of an educational character. In the first 
place, the Act of 1899 does not authorise compulsory instruction after 
the age of sixteen, and the majority of parents insist on taking the 
child away as soon as it is capable of earning anything at all. Neither 
schools nor institutions wish to retain unimprovable cases. Accommo- 
dation is inadequate, and the best of the improvable cases are dis- 
charged to make room for others. The result is altogether unfortunate, 
for sooner or later the majority of those taken away or discharged drift 
into crime, or find their way into the maternity, wards of the workhouse, 
and in the end are a much heavier burden on the community than if 
they were permanently detained in suitable institutions. At present 
permanent detention is impossible. No feeble-minded person can be 
detained in an institution. He or she is a voluntary inmate, and can 
leave at will. Speaking of a permanent home for feeble-minded girls, 
one witness said :—-‘‘ In twelve years 101 cases have left the home. “Of 
these only two or three are reported to be doing well, so that the work 
of these homes if regarded as training can hardly be said to be satis- 
factory, and neither is it satisfactory as a permanent cure, for only four 
of the original inmates admitted to these homes are now inmates. With 
the exception of the two or three just mentioned none of the 101 girls 
who for one reason or the other have left or been discharged were 
really fit to return to ordinary life. They should have been kept under 
restraint and supervision.” 

I am, as you know, dealing with that class of feeble-minded only 
that during the whole or some part of its existence is a burden =— 
the community. Discharged, then, from schools and institutions, they 
are found in prisons, workhouses, casual wards, common lodging 
houses and shelters. Their mental defect stands very much in the 
way of their getting employment. It has been remarked that even 
when they are taught trades they do not follow them. They revert to 
unskilled labour, and most of them are so wanting in continued appli- 
cation that they soon leave a situation of their own accord if not 
previously dismissed for stupidity. They are greatly wanting in initia- 
tive and are easily influenced by others, Their moral sense is very 
defective, and they have little self-control or power to resist tempta- 
tion when it comes their way. They are frequently in trouble for 
breaking the law, and it is difficult to know what to do with them. 
Judges and magistrates do not like to treat them as fully responsible 
or to punish them severely. If they are sent to prison it is for short 
periods only. They are not amenable to discipline, and require to be 
treated differently from the other prisoners. When they break 
the rules they cann? be adequately — As they have very little 
self-respect, and home ties, if they have any, do not weigh much with 
them, they do not fear coming to prison. Indeed, to many of th 

prison is a harbour of refuge, as they are spared the trouble of think- 











by articled clerks, not only from Brighton, but from Western Sussex 


ing how to get food and lodging. When they are at liberty their 
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friends do not usually welcome them, and they are quite unfit to com- 
pete with better endowed individuals in the struggle for existence. It 
is not at all uncommon for them to break windows or commit a petty 
theft in order to get back to prison again. They are thus a cause of 
great expense to the country, with little, if any, improvement to their 
moral natures, and without the public being adequately protected 
against their depredations. By their proneness to commit larceny, 
arson, indecent assaults on children, and offences of a similar character 
they are a constant source of annoyance, expense and danger. Many 
of them are quite unfit, if left to themselves, to lead decent inoffensive 
lives; they require care and discipline. They are discharged from 
prison to no authority responsible for their after-supervision. Till they 
commit their next crime they live among the population. From the 
earliest age when they appear before the magistrates as children on 
remand or as juvenile offenders, until and throughout the adult period 
of their lives, the feeble-minded are treated in such a way as to allow 
them to become habitual delinquents of the worst type, and to pro- 
pagate a feeble-minded progeny which may become criminal like them- 
selves. If not in prison they are found in workhouses, shelters, and 
casual wards. It has been estimated that at least 75 per cent. of the 
loafing and vagrant classes are feeble-minded. This class is largely 
recruited from the ranks of feeble-minded boys. It is obvious also 
that they form a large proportion of the unemployed. As I said before, 
even when they have been taught a trade they tend to take up some 
form of casual labour. Of cases discharged from certain schools and 
institutions, of which a record has been kent, it has been found during 
a course of seven years’ observation that only 3.9 per cent. earn as 
much as 10s. a week, and only 19.8 per cent. have become wage-earners 
at all. It is a question indeed whether the feeble-minded are not a 
greater burden to the community when at large than when in prison, 
asylum, or workhouse ; left to themselves they gravitate into the lowest 
social environment ; as I have said, they are frequently dangerous and 
of low moral sense, and, besides complicating the question of housing 
and unemployment, tend to spread disease and vicious tendencies. 
Our treatment or want of treatment of this class is a costly and 
revolting scandal. There is no general scheme for the treatment of 
the feeble-minded as such. They are recognised to a certain extent 
during school age if they appear capable of education, but afterwards 
they are relieved as paupers or imprisoned as criminals. I hope 
that the Report of this Commission will tend to an improved state of 
affairs. Starting with the medical examination of school children pre- 
scribed by the Education Act, 1907, the feeble-minded that cannot be 
eared for in their own homes should be sifted out and gradually 
classified and segregated in suitable institutions according to their 
capacities. As the Commissioners point out, the mental condition of 
these persons, and neither their poverty nor their crime, is the real 
ground of their claim for help from the State. The Commissioners 
adopt the principle that in the interests of the community, as well 
as in that of the defective, the State should have authority to detain 
mentally defective persons under proper conditions and limitations, 
and on their behalf to compel contributions from relatives who are 
able to pay for their support. This, subject to many variations and 
adjustments, is an extension to the whole class of mentally defectives 
of the treatment now afforded to lunatics and idiots only. It is not 
my intention to follow in detail the recommendations of the Commis- 
sioners as to the conditions under which the feeble-minded should 
be detained. Speaking* generally, their proposals are (1) to provide 
intermediate or workhouse hospitals or separate or cheaper buildings 
in connection with existing asylums; (2) to settle suitable patients in 
family colonies, in cottages or small buildings in connection with some 
central organisation for the care of mental defectives; (3) to extend 
the boarding-out system which has been found to work well in parts 
of Scotland ; and (4) to establish large farm colonies. They recognise 
that many feeble-minded are suitably cared for in their own homes, 
and with them, beyond exercising a certain amount of supervision, 
they do not propose to deal. I think that this should be insisted on. 
It is not desirable that every child which is a difficulty to its parents 
owing to intellectual inferiority or any other cause should be taken 
charge of by the community. To do so would be to encourage another 
form of degeneracy ; to train up a race incapable of bearing its trials 
with fortitude; to teach it that public funds are always available to 
relieve it of its difficulties. 

It will be seen that if the Commissioners’ proposals are adopted 
there will be a considerable curtailment of what is called the liberty 
of the subject, and I have no doubt that they will meet with consider- 
able opposition from well-meaning persons on that ground. Provided, 
however, that due precautions are exercised against improper deten- 
tion, I do not see why the law should restrain the man who creates 
@ nuisance and hold its hand from the man who is a nuisance. Under 
the Commissioners’ scheme the local authority for dealing with all 
classes of mental defectives is to be a statutory committee of the county 
council or of the borough council; they are to be assisted by medical 
officers appointed for the purpose, and certain public officials, such as 
relieving officers, medical officers of local education authorities, poor 
law guardians, and prison authorities, are to report to them cases of 
mental defect coming under their observation. The committee are to 
have power by resolution to constitute themselves guardians of meatal 
defectives under twenty-one years of age who are not under suitable 
parental or other control, but, if necessary, their resolution can be 
challenged on application to a court of summary jurisdiction, and of 
course the committee may voluntarily rescind their resolution if they 
think fit. Cases in guardianship are to be reported on at the age of 
twenty-one by the local authority to the central authority or board of 





control, and the latter body is to decide what further steps shall be 
taken in view of the continuance of such persons under care and control. 
The procedure as regards mentally defective persons over twenty-one 
years of age who have not previously been dealt with by the Committee 
is similar to that prescribed by the Lunacy Act, 1890. I think, there- 
fore, that the liberty of the subject will be sufficiently safeguarded. 
In the majority of cases the mental defect will have been ascertained 
during the school age, when it is either sufficiently pronounced to be 
unmistakable, or there is opportunity for extended observation. 

I will add a few words on the subject of the cost of carrying out the 
Commissioners’ suggestions, for however desirable a thing may be, and 
however great the ultimate saving may be, there are many who would 
prefer to muddle along as they are than incur an immediate increased 
expenditure. The Commissioners estimate that there are in England 
and Wales about 150,000 mentally defective persons apart from certified 
lunatics, and that of these 67,000 are in urgent need of provision, either 
in their own interests or in the interests of the community, and that 
they may be dealt with at an additional cost of £542,000. Many of 
them are already a direct charge on the community in schools, prisons, 
and workhouses, and involve an expenditure exceeding £634, I 
think that the additional expenditure named would only mean that we 
should spend directly and usefully what we now rine | indirectly and 
to no good purpose. Consider the amount of charitable effort expended 
on these 67,000 as unemployed, vagrants, discharged prisoners, and in 
many other capacities. It must also be borne in mind that many of the 
feeble-minded who merely require supervision and control have been 
certified as lunatics, and are maintained in expensive asylums. This 
arises from the fact that the institutions for the feeble-minded, having 
more cases than they can deal with, take, as far as possible, improvable 
cases and reject the others. These latter are returned to the guardians, 
who, in their turn, strive by certification under the Lunacy Acts to 
transfer their mentally-defective patients to the asylums for lunatics. 
Whatever the expense of remedying the present state of things, it 
should be done. The Government has promised legislation sometime, 
and I believe that a Departmental Committee has been appointed to 
consider whether some of the Commissioners’ recommendations cannot 
be adopted without legislation. The question, however, is so difficult, 
so urgent, so unattractive, that it is liable after all to be shelved in- 
definitely unless there is in the background the driving force of public 
opinion. To read a tithe of the evidence given before this Commission 
causes one to blush for the want of common sense and of humanity that 
has allowed such things to be. Imbecility, bastardy, and crime are paid 
for by the ratepayer. I will conclude my paper with an extract from 
the evidence of the Right Hon. Sir Edward Fry, who appeared before 
the Commission as a member of the County Council of Somerset, and 
chairman of a committee appointed to consider whether the council 
could establish an institution for feeble-minded children under the 
Lunacy Act, 1890. Those of us who knew him as a Judge and a Lord 
Justice of Appeal will recognise that his opinion is not likely to be 
disregarded. He says: ‘‘ In the ruder state of society which has passed 
away little heed was taken of these unfortunate children, and many of 
them, no doubt, died comparatively early in the struggle for existence. 
But we have learned to think more tenderly of the inferior members of 
our race, and we seek to protect them from the calamities and sufferings 
to which they are naturally exposed, and to preserve their lives to the 
utmost. But in so doing, and in so doing rightly, we incur, it appears 
to me, another responsibility, namely, that of preventing, as far as we 
reasonably can, a perpetuation of a low type of humanity, for otherwise 
the beneficence of one generation becomes the burden and the injury of 
all succeeding ones. The vast increase in the number of lunatics in the 
country demands our most serious consideration of every means which 
can legitimately be used to protect the race from physical and mental 
degeneration, and I regard the segregation of imbeciles, first in child- 
hood and youth and subsequently throughout life, as the one of such 
means which is most clearly open to us.”’ 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Bernarp Watson Kina and Tuomas Joun Moraan, solicitors, 
Penarth, Sept. 30. [Gazette, Oct. 8. 





General. 


The death is announced of Lord Kincairney, a retired Judge of the 
Scottish Court of Session. During the sixteen years of his career as 
Judge of First Instance, says the Z'imes, Lord Kincairney was justly 
deemed a most able, painstaking, and popular Lord Ordinary, who 
usually had the longest and most important roll of cases depending in 
his court, all of which he disposed of with commendable celerity. is 


judgments were very clear and exhaustive, and on appeal were rarely, 


revised by either division of the Court. In the division to which he was 
twandlated in his seventy-eighth year he was certainly a source of strength 
during his short time there, but the pity was that he did not find his 
way to the inner house much sooner, when his powers were at their 


best. 
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The Commission days have been finally fixed by the Judges for the 
Autumn Assizes on the North-Eastern Circuit as follows :—Newcastle, 
November 2; Durham, November 8; York, November 15; Leeds 
November 22. 


The Finance Bill, as amended in committee, which has now been 
printed, consists, says the 7'imes, of 97 clauses instead of 74, and is 
25 pages longer than was the Bill in its original shape. There are now 
42 land clauses instead of 28, and 11 death duty clauses instead of 6. 


The honorary freedom of the borough of Chard is, says the Standard, 
to be conferred on Mr. W. J. Tucker, ex-town clerk, in recognition of 
his services to the town. For forty-eight years Mr. Tucker held the 
office of town clerk of Chard, and his father was town clerk for a 
similar period, while his grandfather and great-uncle were also town 
clerks of Chard, the period of their joint offices extending over nearly 
200 years. : 

The International Conference on Maritime Law concluded its labours, 
says the Brussels correspondent of the TJimes, on the 8th inst. 
The results may be summed up as follows :—The convention relating to 
collisions and assistance at sea was approved by the representatives 
of 24 countries. Concerning the responsibility of shipowners and mari- 
time privileges and mortgages, the Conference has drawn up a list of 
principles upon which it considers international agreements should be 
based. The delegates will now ascertain the views of their Govern- 
ments on this subject, and the Conference will reassemble as soon as the 
official information enables it to count on an early solution. The 
majority of the delegates were of opinion that it would be useless to 
hold the next plenary sitting earlier than six months hence, and that, 


in the meantime, the Conference could continue its work either by, 


correspondence or by meetings called by its president. 


Launceston was en féte on Saturday last, to celebrate the 100th birth- 
day of Mr. Richard Peter, J.P., solicitor. The Borough Council pre- 
sented Mr. Peter with an illuminated address, as follows :—‘‘ We, the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Councillors of Dunheved, otherwise Launceston, 
desire to tender you a cordial greeting on this your hundredth birthday. 
Mindful of the many years of good and faithful service cheerfully 
rendered to the town, it was our pleasure and privilege in November 
last to invite your acceptance of the honorary freedom of this ancient 
borough, and we are proud that your name now stands first on the new 
freemen’s roll. We rejoice that you are still spared to be with us, 
and as representatives of the town we respectfully offer you our hearty 
congratulations with all good wishes.’’ Mr. Peter received a tele- 
gram of congratulation from the King and from the Prince and Princess 
of Wales, Lord Halsbury, Lord Justice Moulton, and many others, the 
letters and telegrams numbering over 100. Mr. Peter was admitted a 
solicitor in 1838. He was mayor of Launceston in 1864-65, and was 
town clerk from 1874 to 1885. He is a magistrate for the borough 
and for the county of Cornwall, and in 1908 was presented with the 
honorary freedom of the borough. 


Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis & Co., Fleet-street, surveyors and estate 
agents, sued Mr. Charles F. Fitch, Great James-street, Bedford-row, 
and Romford, surveyor, in the City of London Court, says the Times, 
for ten guineas for valuing property at Britannia-street, City-road, and 
making a report. The plaintiffs’ case, according to Mr. Breach, one of 
the partners, was that the defendant instructed them to make a valua- 
tion of warehouse property for a willing vendor and a willing pur- 
chaser, and the fee was fixed at ten guineas. They valued the property 
at £2,000, and then they found that the defendant wanted to borrow 
£1,250 on mortgage on the strength of their report. As that was not 
the purpose for which the report was written, they wrote and explained 
to the solicitors for the proposed mortgagees that they did not con- 
sider the property suitable as security. The defendant said that the 
plaintiffs bad stultified their valuation to the solicitors. There could 
be only one value to put on any property. Mr. Breach said that they 
would not have advised the advance of one penny on mortgage. The 
defendant urged that the property could not be worth £2,000 to sell 
and yet be worth nothing on mortgage. The property had been let at 
£200 a year. Judge Rentoul said that the question was whether a 
firm, after having given a valuation for any purpose whatever, were 
justified in giving an opinion later which rendered the report valueless. 
A lawyer’s opinion was an opinion for all purposes. The plaintiffs? 
contention would not prevail in the legal profession. He would rather 
refer the dispute to the President of the Surveyors’ Institution, as it 
was a point of importance to everyone who used surveyors’ reports. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Oct, 18.—Messre, Weatueratt, & Green, atthe Mart, at 2: Leasehold Ground-rents 
(*ee advertisement, back page, Oot. 2). 

Oct. 20.—Mesars. Baxtar, Payne, & Larrea, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground- 
rents, Residences, &o, (see advertisement, back page, Oct. 9). 

Oct, 21.—Mesers, H. EF Fosrrr & Onanrrecop, at the Mart, at 2: Absolute Reversions, 
Tithe Rent-charges, Policies of Assurance (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 22.—Mesers, Rayrotvs & Eason, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-renta, 
Houses, and Shops (sve advertisement, back page, Oct. 9). 

Oct. 26,—Meaere, O. Rawiny Cross & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Residential Property 
(see advertisement, back page, thie week). 

Oct, 26,—Mesere. Drnannam, Tewson, & Oo., at the Mart, at 3: Freehold Ground- 
rents (see advertisement, fii., Oct, 2). 

Oct. 27,.—Mesers. Epwin Fox & Bovarreup, at the at 3: Freehold Property ; 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Registrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 





Emercexoy Appzat Covrt Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No. 2. Joven. Swixvss Eapr. 
Synge Mr Church Mr Greswell Mr Theed 
Goldschmidt ped an _ — 
Gres midt rrer ynge 
ex Greswell Leach Goldschmidt 
Borrer Beal Farmer Greswell 
Leach Borrer Bloxam Beal 
Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
id Wasainetox. NBEVILLE. Parken. Evs. 
Monday ...Oct, 18 Mr Leach Mr Goldschmidt Mr Borrer Mr Bloxam 
ver A : Farmer Greswell Leach Theed 
. Bloxam Beal — — 
. Theed Borret joxam : 
Church Leach Theed Goldschmidt 
Synge Farmer Church Greswell 








THE COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1909. 


The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time 
to time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STAN NARIES COURTS. 


(General List.) 
1908 


In re Clifford, dec Hart and ors v Reeve and ors appl of defts from 
order of Mr. Justice Neville, dated Nov. 16, 190/ March 6 (s o 
until further order) 

Attorney-Gen v Birmingham, &c, Drainage Board appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich dated Nov 21, 1907 March 14 

In re William Stevens, dec Stevens v Stevens and ors appl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Nov 12, 1908 Nov 25 


1909. 


Ex pte The Great Western Ry Co In re Great Western Ry (New 
Railways) Act, 1905, and In re the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts 
appl of Mayor, &c, of Boro’ of Kensington from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady dated Jan 30, 1909 (s 0) March 10 

In re Nichols and Yon Joel’s Contract and In re Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874 appl of J Bower and ors from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated April 28, 1909 (so liberty to apply) May 21 _ eh 3 

Hughes v Edmunds appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Warring- 
ton, dated May 8, 1909 May 29 2 

The J B Williams Co v H Brownley & Co ld_ appl of pitfis from judgt 
of Mr Justice Neville, dated March 10, 1909 June 2 _ 

The J B Williams Co v H J Williams appl of pltfis from judgt of Mr 
Justice Neville, dated yay Fe 1909 py ke i dgt of 

gs ae ae Tapster v Bi en ap tff from ju of Mr 

ustice Eve, dated May 11, 1909 June 2 

In re Samuel Cuming, dec Mason v Oldrey and ors appl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 10, 1909 June 8 

In re F W Wykes, dec Gardner v Wykes appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Eve, dated May 12, 1909 June 9 

Hulbert and anr v Dale pl of pltffs from order of Mr. Justice Joyce, 
dated March 13, 1909 June 11 : 

In re Lewis & Sworder’s Partnership Agreement Sworder v Lewis 
appl of pltff from order of Mr. Justice Eve, dated March 13, 1909 
June 15 

Salaman and ors v Halford and ors appl of plitffs from order of Mr 

Justice Neville, dated May 6, 1909 June 17 

Flour Oxidising Co ld v J & R Hutchinson appl of defts from order 

of Mr Justice Warrington, dated April 28, 1 June 24 

In re John Carpenter, dec, and In re E Carpenter, dec Rees v Thomas 

and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated 

March 31, 1909 July 2 

In the Matter of The Trade Marks Act, 1905, and In the Matter of 

the Application, No. 291,978 of Joseph Crosfield & Sons ld for the 

Registration of a Trade Mark and opposition thereto, No. 4,429, of 

Lever Bros ld appl of applicants, J. Crosfield & Sons, from order of 

Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated June 15, 1909 (produce order) 

July 3 

In re The Companies (Winding Up) and In the Matter of the Com- 
vanies’ Acts, 1862 to 1900, and In the Matter of Alsop’s Flour 

earl ld appl of W Vernon and ors from order of Mr Justive 

Neville, dated June 15, 1909 July 8 

In re John Ellerker Boulcott, dec Boulcott and ors vy Sumner and ors 
appl of deft trusiees from order of Mr Justive Warrington, dated 

July 8, 1909 July 15 ; 

In re W Whiteley, dec Whiteley and ors v Bishop of London and ors 

appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated May 6, 1909 


July 15 
In re George Thomas West, dec Lightbody and ors v West and ors 
appl of dofts from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Jan 13, 





Mart, 
and Nov. 10.—Leasehold Investment and Freehold Ground-rent (eee advertisement, 
back page, this week). { 


1 July 16 
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Rotch, dec, and anr v Crosbie and ors appl of defts from order of 
Mr. Justice Neville, dated May 19, 1909 July 19 

Mitchell and anr v Cartwright and ors appl of pltffis from order of 
Mr. Justice, Warrington, dated June 23, 1909 (produce order) July 21 

In re Annie Eliza Ferguson Fawsitt, dec Todd v Dunning and ors 
appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated April 2, 1909 
July 23 

The North Staffordshire Ry Co v The Mayor, Aldermen and Burgesses 
of the County Borough of Hanley appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated July 7, 1909 July 23 

In the Matter of the Trade Marks Act and In the Matter of Trade 
Marks Nos 224,722, 230,405, 230,406, and 230,407 appl of applicants, 
H. N. Brock & Co Id from order of Mr. Justice Eve, dated June 30, 
1909 July 26 

Crosthwaite Firebar Syndicate ld and anr v A Senior and ors appl 
of defts from judgment of Mr Justice Parker, dated July 16, 1909 
(produce order) July 26 ‘ 

Coats v Herefordshire County Council appl of pltff from judgment 
of Mr Justice Eve, dated May 26, 1909 July 28 

Allan v Martin ‘Allan v Martin and anr appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 1, 1909 July 28 

Freebody & Hadden v Plowman & Finbon appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 27, 1909 July 29 

Glyn v Howell and anr appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Eve, 
‘dated May 27, 1909 July 30 

In the Matter of The Trade Marks Act, 1905, and In the Matter of 
an Application, No 305,877, by the California Fig Syrup Co for the 
Registration of a Trade Mark appl of applicants from order of 
Mr Justice Warrington, dated May 5, 1909 July 31 

In re Andrew John Nash’s Settlement and In re A J Nash, dec Cook 


v Sir Charles Frederick and ors appl of defts from order of Mr j 


Justice Eve, dated July 13, 1909 Aug 3 

Sir George Meyrick v Jones and anr appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Eve, dated June 22, 1909 (produce order) Aug 3 

In re The Companies’ Acts, 1862 to 1907 In re The Knott End Ry 
Act, 1898. In re The Garstang & Knott End Ry Co appl of Edwin 
— order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 6, 1909 

ug 

East Barnet Valley Urban District Council v Stallard_ appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 26, 1909 (produce 
order) Au 

Thomas v United Butter Companies of France ld appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Eve, dated July 31, 1909 Aug 7 

In re The Estate of John Harrison dec and In re Settled Land Acts 
1882 to 1890 appl of trustees from order of Mr. Justice Eve, dated 
July 28, 1909 Aug 9 

Oxenden v Raikes appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated July 27, 1909 Aug 10 e 

In re Norman, dec Parker v Attorney-Gen appl of next of kin from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated June 8, 1909 (produce order) 
Aug 13 


In re The V and P Act, 1874 The Vanguard Motor Bus Co ld v The | 


London General Omnibus Co ld appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Neville, dated July 27, 1909 (produce order) Aug 14 

The South-Eastern Ry Co v The Associated Portland Cement Manu- 
facturers (1900) ld appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Swinfen 
Eady, dated July 31, 1909 Aug 19 

In re Harper, dec Andrews and Harper appl of clmts from order of 
Mr Justice Neville, dated July 21, 1909 Aug 19 

Wild and ors v Woolwich Borough Council appl of pltffs from judg- 
ment of Mr Justice Eve, dated May 25, 1909 Sept 10 

In the Matter of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and In the 
Matter of Palace Restaurants, ld appl of Palace Restaurants ld from 
order of Mr. Justice Hamilton, dated Sept 1, 1909 Sept 15 


FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1909. 

J Taylor & Sons Id v King and ors appl of pltfis from refusal of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated May 27, 1909 (by leave) (stand over till 
another set down) by order June 9 

The ‘‘Z”’ Electric Lamp Manufacturing Co ld v Marples, Leach & 
Co Id_appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 

_ July 23, 1909 Aug 3 

Shankland v Mackenzie appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated July 26, 1909 Aug 7 

In re Ind Coope & Co ld_ Fisher vy The Company and ors appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 13, 1909 
Aug 10 

In re Henry Cawte, dec Cawte v Whité appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Neville, dated July 29, 1909 (produce order) Aug 11 

Lake v Haydock appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
July 15, 1909, and cross-notice by pltff, dated Sept 16, 1909 Aug 14 

In re Ind, Coope & Cold Knox v The Company and ors appl of Si 
J_B Stone, M.P., and E T Mashiter from order of Mr Sadlice Mex 
rington, dated July 13,1909 Aug 19 (so till after No 4 disposed of) 

Mann and Overtons Id v Societe Anonyme des Automobiles Unic app! 
See it from order of Mr Justice Hamilton, dated Aug 18, 1909 





FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1909 


Divorce Keen, Katherine Elizabeth (Petnr) v Keen, Stuart G H S 
(Respt) appl of respt from order of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, 
dated May 27, 1909 June 10 


FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER. 
(Final List.) 
1909. 


The Rochdale Canal Co v Crawford Spinning Co ld appl of defts 
from order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lan- 
caster, dated June 30, 1909 Aug 10 

In re The Companies’ Act, 1862 to 1907 In re The Chancery of Lan- 
caster Acts, 1850 to 1890. and In re Mars Mill ld appl of the 
liquidator from order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Pala- 
tine of Lancaster, dated July 29, 1909 (produce order) Aug 12 


(Interlocutory List.) 
1908. 


In re John Gardner Sykes, dec Sykes v Sykes app! of pltff from order 
of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated 
May 3, 1909 May 13 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 


In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No. 5 of 1909 from the order of 
the Divisional Court (Phillimore and Walton, JJ), dated July 12, 
1909, dismissing the debtor’s appeal against the Receiving Order 
herein (part heard) : 

In re George Hardy Mason & Stephen Mason, No 1,428 of 1907 (ex pte 
Frederick Bernard Harper, Trustee from the Order of The Hon Mr 
Justice Phillimore, dated July 19, 1909, dismissing with costs a 
motion by the Trustee. 

In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 963 of 1909, from the Receiv- 
ing Order made herein by Mr. Registrar Giffard on Sept 16, 1909 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1908. 


Redfern v Hope appl of deft from judgt of Justices Channell and 
Sutton, dated July 2, 1908 (s o not before Nov 8) August 18 
(motion not before October 12) 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Two Solicitors app] of appli- 
cant from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Walton, 
dated Oct 23, 1908 part heard before Vaughan Williams, Farwell 
and Kennedy, L JJ (restored March 22, 1909) Oct 31 


1909. 


Holwell Iron Co ld v Midland Ry Co (Railway and Canal Commission) 
appl of applicants from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, The Hon 
A E Gathorne Hardy, and Sir James Woodhouse, dated Dec 9, 1908 
(produce order) Jan 5 (s o pending settlement) 

Jones v Stott appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, 
without a jury, York, dated Jan 15, 1909, and cross-notice by pltif. 
dated April 19, 1909 Feb 26 

Great Central Ry Co v Lancashire & Yorkshire Ry Co (Reilway and 
Canal Commission) appl of applicants from judgt of Mr Justice 
A T Lawrence, The Hon A E Gathorne Hardy, and Sir James Wood- 
house, dated Dec 18, 1908 (s o till Bill in Parliament disposed of) 
keb 26 

J C Barker v The Right Hon the Earl of Mayo and ors appln of 
pltff for judgment or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
March 25, 1909, at trial before Mr. Justice Lawrance and a special 
jury, Middlesex April 2 Same v Same appin of deft, G. D. 
Simpson, for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 
dated March 25, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a 

» special jury, Middlesex (security ordered) April 2 

Perkins v Mayor, &c., of Rawtenstall appl of pltff from judgment of 
The Lord Chief Justice (jury discharged), Lancaster, dated March 
5, 1909 April 3 

In re An Arbitration between The Press Assoc Id and The Exchange 
Telegraph Co Id appl of The Press Assoc ld from judgt of Mr 
Justice Channell, dated March 23, 1909 April 7 

Stephenson v Harley appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt dated March 26, 1909, at trial before Pre- 
siding Judge, Liverpool Court of Passage and a common jury, Liver- 
pool April 7 ° 

Parker v London General Omnibus Co ld appl of pltff from judgt of 
Justices: Darling and Pickford, dated March 20, 1909 April 8 

In re The Copyright Act, 1842 Trevor-England & Thomas Charles 
Martin (Applicants) v A Brown & Sons ld (respts) appeal of appli- 
cants from judgt of Justices Darling and Channell, dated March 19, 
1909 April14 - 

Hartley v Gonin and ors appl of deft Bennett from judgt of M 
Justice Coleridge, without a jury, dated March 24, 1909 April 14 

The Yost Typewriter Co ld v Yerex Barker Finlay ld appl of deft 
from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, without a jury, Middlesex, datea 
Jan 21, 1909 April 15 
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Wiedemann v Wiedemann appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Darling, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 9, 1909 April 19 

The Governor & Company of the Bank of England v Cutler (Bartrum 
third party) appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 6, 1909 April 20 d 

In re Arbitration Act, 1889 In re An Arbitration between The Co- 
bridge Steamship Co and The Bucknall Steamship Lines ld appl 
of Chartereis from judgt of Mr Justice Channell (special case), dated 
March 23, 1909 April 27 (s o liberty to apply to restore) 

Bielefelder Maschinen Fabrik Vormals Durkopp & Co v London Road 
Car Co appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, without a 
jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 20, 1909 April 27 

Habgood v Macdonald and ors appln of deft John Wilson for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 21, 1905, at 
trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex April 30 
Mayhew v Same appln of deft John Wilson for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 21, 1909, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex April 30 Same 
v Same appln of deft Roberts for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Feb 21, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice 
Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex April 30 Habgood v Mac- 
donald and ors appln of deft Roberts for judgt or new trial on 
appeal from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 21, 1909, at trial before 
Mr. Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex April 30 

Layton v United Provident Assce Co ld appln of defts for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 22, 1909, at 
— before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex 

fay 5 . 

Wade v The London County Council appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 28, 1908, at trial) 
before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex May 7 

Salter v The Railway & General Engineering Co id appln of deft; 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Apri. 
23, 1909, at trial before Mr, Justice Channell and a special jury, 
Middlesex May 7 

Cowper v Lynam and anr appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Chan 
nell, with a special jury, Middlesex, dated May 5, 1909, and cross 
notice by defts, dated May 17, 1909 May 11 

Forman v Aldon & Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr. Justic 
Grantham, without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 5, 14%u9 May 1: 

Mayor, &c, of Rochdale v Leach appl of pltffs from judgt of The 
Lord Chief Justice, non-jury, Lancaster, dated March 4, 190 
May 11 ¥ 

Scott Id v International Plasmon ld appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bray, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 3, 1% 
May 12 

In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889, and In the Matter of ar 
Arbitration between Good & Sons and Raab Karcher & Co appl o1 
Raab Karcher from judgt of Mr Justice Channell (special case), 
dated March 22, 14u9 May 15 

Shimberg v Ravenshear appl of Rubinstein’ & Co from judgt of 
Justices Ridley and Jelf, dated May 5, 1909 May 18 Ravenshea: 
v Shimberg appl of Rubinstein & Co from judgt of Justices Ridley 
and Jelf, dated May 5, 1909 May 18 

Brittain v Goyt Spinning Co ld appln of Maple & Co for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 8, 1909, at trial 
before Mr Justice Sutton and a common jury, Manchester, and cross- 
notice by pltff, dated June 16, 1909 May 18 

Brake (widow) v Hope appl of deft from judgt of Justices Bigham 
and Walton, dated Feb. 4, 1909 May 19 

Sutcliffe v The Great Western Ry Co appl of defts from judgt of 
Justices Darling and Jelf, dated May 10, 1909 May 24 

In the Matter of an arbitration between The Bristol Gas Co and The 
Bristol Tramways & Carriage Co ld_ appl of Bristol Tramways and 
Carriage Co ld from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore (special case), 
dated April 28, 1909 May 25 

H E Foster & Cranfield v The Wilkinson Sword Co ld appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex, 
dated May 15, 1909 May 27 

Williams & Son ld and ors v Parsons & Parsons appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr. Justice Coleridge, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 
13, 1909 May 27 

The King v Dibdin and ors appl of H Thompson from judgt of 
Justices Darling, Bray, and A T Lawrence, dated May 18, 1909 


May 28 
(To be continued.) © 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, CHANCERY DIVISION. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1909. 
Notices RELATING To THE CHANCERY CavseE List. 

Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated 
in the Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Joycr will take his Business as announced in the Michael- 
mas Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Joycr will take 
Liverpool and Manchester Business on Saturdays, the 16th and 30th 
October, the 13th and 27th November, and the 11th December. 

Mr. Justice Swiyren Eapy will take his Business as announced in 
the Michaelmas Sittings Paper. ~ 

Mr. Justice WARRINGTON.—Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Warrington will sit for the disposal 
of His Lordship’s Witness List daily throughout the Sittings, 


Mr. Justice NEVILLE.—Excep 


Lordship’s. Witness List daily thro 
Mr. Tastice ParKER will take 

Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 
Mr. Justice Eve.—Except 


Summonses 


Justice PARKER. ; 


Witness Actions as follows :— 
and Parker, JJ. 


and NEvILLE, JJ. 


Before Mr. Justice Joyce. 
Retained Witness Actions. 
Bouchier v Carshalton Laundry 

act pt hd 
Marsden Cockshott v 
D’Arcy Cook act 
Hailey v Wertheimer act 
Sampson v Calf act and counter- 
claim 
The Cake and Biscuit Co v Shar- 
man act 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 

/ and Adjourned Summonses. 

‘In re Trade-Marks Act, 1905, and 

' in re The Application No. 
302,289 of Holbrooks ld motion 

In re Haslam Potter v Marsh 
adjd sumns 

In re Pitt’s Assignment Trusts 
Livermore v French adjd sumns 

In re Samuel Edwards dec Verrall 
v Attorney-Gen adjd sumns 

In re Ingram, dec Brown v 
Ingram adjd sumns 

In re Holbrey, dec Holbrey v 
Holbrey adjd sumns 

Reffell v Metropolitan Rifle Range 
Co adjd sumns 

In re Middleton’s Trusts Middle- 
ton v Middleton adjd sumns 

In re E Basan dec Bason, junr v 
Alexander adjd sumns 

In re Deering dec Drysdale v 
Dyer adjd sumns 

In re Ryder dec Ryder v Stobart 

adjd sumns 

In re Frank Simmonds  adjd 

sumns (restored) 

In re The Companies Consolida- 

tion Act, 1908 In re The Metro- 

politan Development Co ld adjd 

sumns 

In re Lord Petre’s Settlement 

Trusts Leigh v Petre adjd 

sumns 

In re C M Wilson dec Wilson v 

Wilson adjr sumns 

Craven v Craven adjd sumns (to 

come on with further considera- 

tion) - 

In re Massey and ors, Solrs adjd 

sumns 

In re J H Coxwell’s Trusts Kin- 

loch-Cooke v The Public Trustee 

and ors adjd sumns 

In re Mordecai Jones dec Lewis 

v Lewis adjd sumns 

In re Tilley, dec Brown v Cham- 

berlain adjd sumns 

In_ re Morten and Aldridge and 

Norcross’ Contract and In re 

The Vendor and Purchaser Act, 

1874 adjd sumns 

In re Felicia James dec Hole v 

_ Bethune adjd sumns — 








t when other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Neville will sit for the disposal of his 


t the Sittings. 
is Business as announced in the 


when other Business is advertised in the 
Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken daily through- 
out the Sittings. During these Sittings Mr. Justice Eve will sit each 


day until 4.30 p.m., except on Saturdays, when there will be no sitting. 
é fore the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice Joyce, Mr: 
‘ Justice Swinren Eapy, arid Mr. Justice ParKER will sit in Court every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. — ; 
Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard bv Mr. Justice Joyce, Mr. Justice Swivren Eapy, and Mr. 


NoTICE WITH REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WITNEss Lists. 
During the Michaelmas Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 


Mr. Justice WARRINGTON with take the Witness List for WarRINncTON 
Mr. Justice NEVILLE will take the Witness List for Swinren Eapy 


Mr. Justice Eve will take the Witness List for Joyce and Eve, JJ. 


CHANCERY CAUSES FOR TRIAL OR HEARING. 
Set down to October 4th, 1909. 


In re the Hon Mary Howard dec 
and the Trustee Act adjr sumns 
Hope-Johnstone v Hope-Johnstone 


adjd sumns 

In re Elizabeth Mirlees’ Charity 
Mitchells v Attorney-Gen adjd 
sumns 

In re T W Wicks dec Mersent, 
v Wicks adjd sumns 

In re Granite Corpn Id Mortlock 
v The Company adjd sumng 


-In re Same Same v Same adjd 


sumns 

Davey v Pilbrow adjd sumns 

In re 8 J Fellows’ Trusts Cocker 
v D’Arcy adjd sumns 

In re Balmond dec Balmond v 
Lewis adjd sumns 

In re Gomm Ruston v Chevil 
adjd sumns 

In re G William dec Dickinson 
v Vine Stevens adjd sumns 

In re Osborn Whitehead v Hop- 
ton adjd sumns 

In re W D Elliott dec Elliott 
v Elkiott adjd sumns 

In re G F Perkins dec In re 
Perkins dec Scriven v Perkins 
adjd sumns 

In re an Indenture between Clark 
and ors Cooper v Rogers adjd 
sumns 

In re Serrell’s Settlement Tip- 
petts v Rogers adjd sumns 

In re Alston’s Marriage Settle- 
ment Bonsor v Sinclair adjd 
sumns 

In re Norsworthy dec Macna- 
mara v Macnamara adjd sumns 

In re Thomas Cooke dec Cooke 
v Cooke adjd sumns 

In re W H Cooper dec Cunning- 
hame v Cooper adjd sumns 

Mayor, &c, of Scarborough v 
Cooper special case 

In re The Companies Consolida- 
tion Act 1908 In re Laidon and 
District Gas Light, Coke and 
Water Co motion 

In re Fowell dec Simmonds v 
Fowell adjd sumns 

In re Charles Korn dec Jay v 
Whipp adjd sumns 

In re Fernie dec Baddeley v 
Lingwood adjd sumns 

Furness Withy & Co v Pickering 
adjd sumns 

Same v Same adjd sumns 

In re Lovegrove dec Mount v 
Briginshaw adjd sumns 

In re John Warhurst dec Porter 
v Warhurst adjd sumns 

In re Green Walsh v Hibble 
adjd sumns 


In re Leadbitter dec Naylo: 
Leadbitter adjd sums” sa 
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In re Gilmour dec v Dawbarn v 
Gilmour adjd sumns 

Howard v Woodward adjd sumns 

In re Long dec Norris v Field 
adjd sumns 

In re Charlotte Mason dec Mason 
v Mason adjd sumns ; 

In re Rogers Harvey v_ Brind 
adjd sumns 

In re James dec Badeley v James 
adjd sumns ‘ 

In re an Indenture of Partnership 
Dommett v Griffin adjd sumns 

Cox v Harper adjd sumns 

In re A N Smith dec Woolsten- 
holme v Smith adjd sumns 

In re E Coates’ Contract and In 
re Vendor and Purchaser Act 
1874 adjd sumns 

In re F Freeman dec 
Freeman adjd sumns 

In re The Aluminium Corpn 1d 
Lioyd’s Bank ld v The Com- 
pany two adjd sumns 

In re The British Tea Table Co 
(1897) ld Pearce v The Com- 
pany adjd sumns 

In re Abraham dec Ward v Jones 
adjd sumns 

Bath v The Standard Land Co 
adjd sumns 

In re Bredie dec 
Act Wilson v 
adjd sumns 


Hope v 


In re Trustee 
Mackworth 


Further Considerations. 


In re F J Cleaver dec Kempton v 
Cleaver fur con and adjd sumns 

In re the Estate of Meyer Woolf 
dec In re the Estate of Alice 
M Woolf dec In the Matter of 
the Trustee Act 1893 Woolf v 
Marsden fur con 





Before Mr. Justice SwInFEN 
Eapy. 
Retained by Order. 
€ause for Trial (With Witnesses). 
Harrison v Mander action ‘re- 
stored) 


Cauees for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
O’Reilly v Bonney adjd sumns 
(to come on with fur con) 

In re Vieweg’s Trusts Alabaster 
v Rudgley adjd sumns 

Gill v Marshall adjd sumns 

Heywood v London and South 
Western Bank Id adjd sumns 

Encinillas Mines 1d v_  Anglo- 
American Syndicate adjd sumns 

In re M Stockdale dec Watson 
v Stockdale adjd sumns 

In re Czarnikow’s Estate Gan- 
zoni v Czarnikow adjd sumns 

British South Africa Co ld v De 
Beers Consolidated Mines Id 
action (fixed for Oct 27) 


In re R C Nichols’ Will Nichols 
v Elvey adjd sumns 
In re A G Sewell dec Paule v 


Shaw adjd sumns 
In re Harwood dec 
Hoyle adjd sumns 
In re Borrer’s Trusts 
Borrer adjd sumns 
In re Pillans’ Marriage Settle- 
ment Shewell v Pillans adjd 
sumns 
In re Powell Wood Process Syn- 
dicate and Boake Roberts’ Con- 
tract and In re Vendor and 
Parchaser Act 1874 adjd sumns 
In re Edwards dec’ Mainwaring v 
Mainwaring adjd sumns 


Bramfitt v 


Dunlop v 


In re Barns’ Estate Barns v Barns 
adjr sumns 

Browne v Browne adjd sumns 

In re Collyer-Bristow & Co Solrs, 
adjd sumns 





In re James White dec White 
v Sweatland adjd sumns 

Aldous v Sillitoe adjd sumns 

In re Kenyon Slaney dec Kenyon 
Slaney v Kenyon Slaney adjd 
sumns 

In re Pedley Settled Estate and 
In re Settled Land Acts 1882 to 
1890 adjd sumns 

In re Hicks Oblein v Gunnell 
adjd sumns 

In re Catherine Stewart dec 
Stewart v Stewart adjd sumns 

In re Campbell Davy Settlement 
Campbell Davy v Wright adju 
sumns 


Further Considerations. 
Cocke v Fothergill fur con 
In re Need-dec Hardcastle v Hard- 
castle fur con 
Parnell v Parnell fur con 
In re Joseph Amos dec 
v Walsh fur con 


Amos 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 


Companies (Winding Up) 
Petitions. 

New York and Continental Line 
(petn of Turner and Dunnett— 
with witnesses— ordered on 
June 29, 1909, to stand over 
generally) 

Ind, Coope & Co ld (petn of C 
Spalding) 

Same (petn of H G-Da Costa—s o 
from July 20, 1909, to the first 
petition day in Hilary Sitting: 
1910) 

British Aluminium Co ld (petn of 
Dick Kerr & Co ld) 

Same (petn of A Schonfield & Co 
—s o from July 20 to Oct 19, 
1909) 

Mines & Commerce ld (petn of C 
Dunderdale—s o from July 20 
to Oct 13, 1909) 

Crystal Palace Co (petn of Pru 
dential Assurance Co ld—3 o 
from July 27 to Oct 13, 1909) 

Inshaw Seamless Iron and Steel 
Tubes ld (petn of James Gein- 
mell—ordered on July 27, 1909 
to stand over generally) 

Vic Mill Co ld (petn of L H I.aw- 
ton—Manchester District Regis- 
try—s o from July 27 to Oct 13, 


1909) 

Maison Malines ld (petn: of Becker 
& Stiffel—s o from July 27 to 
Oct, 13, 1909) 

Alianza Trust Corpn ld (petn of 
J F Adams—s o from July 27 
to Oct 13, 1909) ‘ 

Universal Talking Machine Co ld 
(petn of Nier and Ehmer—s o 
from July 27 to Oct 13, 1909) 

A B C Cab Co id (petn of C M 
Aglionby and ors—with wit- 
nesses—s o from July 27 to Oct 
13, 1909) Same—Court Sum- 
mons No 6 (for inspection, by 
order) 

London Electrobus Co 1d (petn of 
Pritchetts & Gold ld—s o from 
July 27 to Oct 13, 1909) 

Progressive Assce Co ld (petn of 
J Campbell ae ors—with wit- 
nesses—s o from Sept 1 t 

: 13, 1909) r ver 
speranza Westralia Id (petn o 
B Nicholson) a 

National Co-operative Quarries ld 
(petn of J Hodge, MP) 

John Bull ld (petn of James Elliott 
& Co (London) fd—in liquida- 
tion) 

Cattelani Brothers & Co (1908) Id 
(petn of R E Couch & Co) 





C Dollmann ld (petn of Pittard, 
Hamblen & Co) 

North Ural Mining Co ld (petn 
of Tapp & Toothil 1d) 

Cape Colonial and General Trust Id 
(petn of C J Davies) 

British Industries Development 
Corpn 1d (petn of E Williams) 

Marsh, Son & Gibbs 1d (petn of F 
Merrett) 

Atlas Banking Corpn ld (petn of 
AH F Kriemelmann) 

Measures Brothers 1d (petn of Les 
Petits Fils de Fois de Wendel 
& Cie) 

General Share Guarantee Corpn ld 
(petn of F Goddard) 

Thomas Richards & Co ld (petn of 
M N Evans) 

Cosmopolitan Publications Id 
(petn of J Makin & Son ld) 
Victoria Carriage Works ld (petn 

of L Rollee) 

British Tea Table Co (1897) Id 
(petn of J Pearce) 


Chancery Division. 
Petition under Section 39 of the 
Companies’ Act, 1907. 

Oi's & Merchandise (Africa) 1d 
‘on March 23, 1909, ordered 

to stand over generally) 


Petition under Sec. 45 of the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908 


Anglo-Egyptian Tand Co ld (or- 
dered on July 27, 1909, to ctand 
over generally) 


Companies (Winding Up). 
Petition (to sanction Scheme of 
Arrangement). 

Rhodesia Goldfields 1d (petn of H 
Partridge—with witnesses—s 0 
from July 27 to Oct 13, 1909) 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Motions. 

Rhodesia Goldfields ld Partridge 
v Rhodesia Goldfields 1d and ors 
(to stay—s o from July 27 to 

Oct 13, 1909) 

Consolidated South Rand Mines 
Deep ld (for leave to distribute 
funds—s o from Sept 15 to Oct 
13, 1909) 

British Nigerian Co Jd (Discharge 
Order, dated July 23, 1909) 


Companies (Winding Up). 
Court Summonses. 


| New Premier Gold Mines 1d (for 


removal of Liquidator—with 


witnesses) 


. Same (on claim of Lowe—with 


witnesses—ordered on July 13, 
1909, to stand over genera'ly) 

Brazilian Rubber Plantations and 
Estates ld (to vary list of con- 
tributories—exparte Industrial 
Share Corpn ld—with witnesses 
—s o from July 27 to Oct: 13, 
1909) 

Strand Wood Co ld (misfeasance, 
with witnesses—agreed to be 
taken by Mr Justice Warring- 
ton) 

International Ladies Tailors and 

Furriers id (delivery up of 
property) 

Colt Gun and Carriage Co ld 
(balance order—Hyndman—with 
witnesses) 


Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 
Retained by Order. 
Further Consideration. 


In re G Hodges’ Estate Hod 


vy Hodges fur con (for Oct 16) 





Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Simpson dec Billson v 
Simpson adjd sumns (restored) 

In re William Towndrow dec 
Gratton v Machen adjd sumns 
and fur con (restored) 

In re The Earl of Stamford and 
Warrington Payne v Grey adjd 
sumns 

In re The Trafford Estate Act, 
1904 Trafford v Trafford adjd 
sumns 

In re Kelly’s Settlement Trust 
Gustard v Berkley adjd sumns 
(for Oct 16) 

In re W. Ruddock dec Newbury 
v Mansfield adjd sumns (for 
Oct 16) 


Motions. 
Brown v British Natural Pre- 
mium Co Holman v Same 
Fitton v Humphreys (tp be in List 
on 1st day, Michaelmas) 
William Prym_ Gesellschaft v 
Newey Bros ld. 


Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 

Mendelssohn v Traies & Son act 
(s o pending settlement) 

In re the Estate of The Right Hen 
H Bentick dec Shannon and ors 
v Hordern and ors act In re 
The Earl of Shannon dec Shan- 
non and anr v Hordern and ors 
act by certificate In re The Earl 
of Shannon dec Shannon v Hor- 
dern and ors same 

Parsons v Tuck and ors act (s 0 
for 10 days after summons dis- 
posed of) 

Sartorius and anr v Ross and ors 


act 

Smith v Malcolm act and counter- 
claim 

Gramophone Co ld v 
Holder Co ld_ act 

Attorney-Gen and Cookham Rural 
District Council v Parsons act 

Godfrey Phillips & Sons and God- 
frey Phillips ld v Russell act 

Dunbar v Dunbar act and counter- 
claim 

The B T Tyre Syndicate v de 
Bingham act 

Caslake v Thorne act 

Marshall v The Attorney-Gen act 

Attorney-Gen v Wilton & Mar- 
shall (Wagg, 3rd party) Same 
v Clarke (Wagg, 3rd_ party) 
actions and m f j (consolidated 
by order) 

Cornell v Central Contractors 1d 
act and counter-claim 

Hoster v Howard act 

Lloyds v The Marconi Interna- 
tional Marine Communication 
Co ld act 

The Marconi International Marine 
Communication Co Id v Lloyds 
act by certificate 

In re Cooper dec and ors Bird v 
Helps act 

The British Thomson Houston 
Co Id v Midland Ry Co act 

Attorney-Gen v Shadwell act 

Fellows v Brookes act 

Cookson v Catton and ors act 

Richardson and anr v Harris act 

Shorto v Colwill and anr act 

Donnersmarckhiitte Oberschles- 
ische LEisen-und Kohlenwerke 
Actien Gesellschaft v Electric 
Construction Co id act 

Parr’s Bank Id v Roberts act 

Willé. v St. John and ors act 

Willson v Jefferies act 

Woodrow v Gater act 

Taylor v George act 

The Reversionary Asgoc ld v 
Richardson and anr act 

Button v Leeds Contract Co act 


Magazine 
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Francklin v Hawkins act. and 
counter-claim 

Ellis v Ellis and anr act 

The London 
Bank ld v Grundy act and 
counter-claim 

Bright and anr v Hardy 
counter-claim 

Matthews and anr v Smallwood 
and anr act, counter-claim and 
m f j 

Carmont v Thé Patriotic Invest- 
men Corpn ld and ors act 

Hansen v A G Spalding & 
Brothers (Incorporated) act 

Ripley v Craven act 

Brewer v The Rhymney Iron Co Id 


act 

H Miller & Cold v Grose act 

James v Jackeon act 

Valentine v Thornton act 

Leyson v Harvey act and counter- 
claim 

Decies v Abbott and anr act 

Tunnell v Howlett and ors How- 
lett and anr v Tunnel! and ors 
actions 

Hubbard v Pattinson act without 
pleadings (restored July 21, by 
order) 

Attorney-Gen and Gully and anr 
v Thorn act 

Parker v Swinbank act 

Roche v Halsby & Co act 

Vogt v Morse act 

Dover Id v Louis Bernstein & Co 
and anr act 

In the Matter of the Patent and 
Designs Act, 1907, and In the 
Matter of Applications by 
James Gray for the revocation of 
Letters Patent 7,188 of 1902 
and Letters Patent. No 13,556 of 
1902 petn 

Carpenter v Carpenter act 

Attorney-Gen, at the relation of 
the Lord Mayor, &c, of Brad- 
ford v The Hill Crest Oil Co, 
Bradford, ld act 

Attorney-Gen, at the relation of 
the Mayor, &c, of Holborn v The 
Chandos Land and Building Soc 


act 

In re Lockyer dec Lockyer v 
Bennett act 

In the Matter of the Companies 
Consolidation Act 1908 and In 
the Matter of Amusements De- 
velopment Syndicate ld act 

Kirk v Passman act and counter- 
claim 

Sage v Horton act 

Drew v Baldwin act 

Griffiths v Brown act. 

Vande Stadt v Malay and Siam 
Corpn ld act and counter-claim 

Ker Seymer v Benett Stanford 
a 


act and 


ct 

Itala Fabbrica di Automobile v 
Weigel Motors Id act 

Moorhead’ v Allén act (fixed for 
Nov 9) 

The Flour Oxidizing Co ld v 
Joseph Rank ld act 

Gray v Sanderson and anr 
and counter-claim 

Russell v Pipe act and counter- 
claim 

Clements v The Progressive Assce 
Co ld act 


ect 


Before Mr. Justice NEvILe. 
Retained by Order. 
Adjourned Summonees. 

In ov Kempster Driver vy Kemp- 


r 
In re Evered Molineux v Evered 
In re J A Fane dec Fane v Fane 


‘ Motions. 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Rever- 
sionary Interest Co v Thornbury 


and Westminster 


Davies v Ferndale Industrial Co- 
operative Soc ld 
Petition. 
Lewis v Jervis 
Companies (Winding Up). 
Court Summons. 
‘Premier Underwriting Assce (for 
payment over of monies) pt hd 
Petition. 


Government and General Invest- 
ment Co ld (petn of the com- 
pany) 


Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 


Nicholls v Kershaw act (not 
before Oct 20) 

Hartley v Shenton act and coun- 
ter-claim 


Basden v Hooley and anr act 

Sackett & Barnes v_ Clozenberg 
counter-claim 

North London Land and Building 
Co v Bertie act and counter- 
claim 

Green v Howell act 

Holmes v Associated Newspapers 
ld_ act 

South Suburban Gas Co v Met 
Water Board act 

Munro v Tasker act 

Pease v Pease act 

In re Williams Mody v Williams 
act (not before Nov 1) 

Atkinson v Britton act ' 

Spennymoor Foundry Id v 
"Catherall act and m f j 

Morland v Laing act 

Mills & Sparrow v Horder act 

In re Oollinson Heggie v Hesel- 
tine and anr act 

Webster v Thompson act 

Myddleton v Owen act 

Stubbs v Slater-Bond act 

Mainwaring v Clarina act 

In re Stephen Neate dec Taverner 
v Taverner act 

In re Body Tavener v Tavener 
act 

Thorne v Johnston act 

Pagett v Pagett act 

In re Pagett Pagett v Pagett act 

Perry v Isaacs act 

Clark v Humberstone act 

Allnutt v Allnutt act 

Cadett v Baylis, Pearce & Co act 

Williams v Weston-super-Mare 
Urban District Council act 

Woodley v Bulteel act 

— v Depree act and counter- 


claim 

Smith v Gumbleton act 

Williams v Williams act 

Smethurst v Bedford act 

Blackstone v Bamford act 

Burton v Stamford, Spalding and 
Boston Banking Co act 

Bell v Thirsk Farmers’ Auction 
Mart Co act 

Jupp v Martin act and counter- 


c 

Jacob v Taylor act 

Corscaden v Sweeting act and 
counter-claim 

In re a Chapman v Owles . act 

Bagasse Fibre Co ld v Hinton act 

Llanfreehfa Upper Urban District 
Council v Pilliner act 

Garwood v Garwood, Paynter & 
Wakeling act 

Robinson v London General Omni- 
bus Co ld act 

Robinson v Sayers act and m f j 

In re John Dudley Scott dec 
Public Trustee v Scott act 

Law v Waterhouse act 

Lucas v Bradley act 

Walker v African Banking Corpn 





' Edoardo Bianchi & Cie v Edoardo , 
Bianchi & Co (Great Britain) ld 
act 


Same v Same act 

Progressive Assce Co v Turnbull 
act 

Warwick Tyre Co ld v New Motor 
and General Rubber Co ld act 

Callaway v Rowley Bros act 

Frazer v Frazer act 

Peel v Hoghton act 

Slazenger v A G Spalding Bros act 

Wood v Leslie act p 

Riley v Harboro’ Hills Colliery 
(1906) Id act 

Joseph v Richard Wood & Sons 


act 

In re Capel Miere dec Bamfill v 
Miers act 

Chambers v Legett act 

Charlesworth v The South Atlantic 
Trading Cold act 

The Flour Oxidising Co ld v Brown 


act 
Courage & Co. v Carpenter act 





Before Mr. Justice PARKER. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 
Causton v Rider and ors act and 
counter-claim 

Riddell v Goff act 

In re Thursfield dec Thursfield v 
Burgess and ors act and m f j 
against ors 

Foster v Benskin act 

Whitehead v Tollner act 

Holt v Coggins act 

Walterton v Cockshutt act 


Further Considerations. 
In re William Clark Yates dec 
Yates v Wyatt fur con 
In re Edward Smith dec Loughran 
v Smith fur con 
Booth v Booth fur con 


Adjourned Summonses, &c. 


In re J. H. & F. W. Bere, Solrs 
of the Supreme Court adjd 
sumne 

In re Howden dec Howden v 
Howden adjd sumns 

In re East dec London and County 
Banking Co v East and ors adjd 
sumns 

In re The Estate of Abraham 
Isaacs dec May v Isaacs adjd 
sumns 

In re Sir William Hutt dec In 
tre F A Hutt dec Hemphill v 
Hutt adjd sumns 

In re Jane Freedman dec Freed- 
man v Freedman adjd sumns 

In re John Marshall dec Mar- 
shall v Marshall adjd sumns 

In re John Berridge dec Berridge 
v Reed adjd sumns 

In re J P Sumhmerley dec Sum- 
merley v Clarke adjd sumns 

In re Sir Thomas Storey dec 
Storey v Julian adjd sumns 

In re Sir Samuel Wilson dec Wil- 
son v Wilson adjd sumns 

In re Abel Rollasin’s Trusts Rolla- 
sin v Coleman adjd sumns 

Kett v The Norwich Vinegar Co 
adjd sumns . 

In re Dodd dec Oliver v Dodd 
adjd sumns 

In re The C A § Punch and Ticket 
Co ld Williamson v The Com- 
pany m f j (short) 

Hall v Hibberd and anr 
(short) 


Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
Retained by Order. 
Petition. 

In re The Commonwealth Oil 
Corpn id and Companies Act, 


m f j 





_ act 





1908 


Motions. 
Te v Wright 
In pag Huson. -8 Trade Mark 
Cherry v Downes 


Adjourned Summons. 
In re Duke of Manchester’s Settle- 
ment and In re Settled Land 
Acts 


Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 

The London Music Hall ld v 
Austin act 

Wiseman v Patz act (s o for dis- 
covery) 

‘Peignon v Cardon act (stayed for 
security) 

‘Johnston v Oliver act 

Evan-Thomas v Aberavon Corpn 


act 

iLane & Chaplin ld v Lane act 
(stayed until filing of deposi- 
tions) 

Saunders v Carbonneau act and 
counter-claim 

Rome v Stuart act (6 o until re- 
turn of commission, April 21) 

Smith-Bosanquet v Smith act 

In re Treherne Treherne v Tre- 
herne act 

Quance v Askinstall act 

Hawkins v Pizey act 

City and County Land and Build- 
ing Co Id v Holloway Bros 
(London) 1d _ act 

Gardner v Williams act 

Thomas v Churchwardens of En- 
field action and counter-claim 

In re Leeds Laundry ld _ Butter- 
worth v The Company act* 

In re Clarence Hotel (Ilfracombe) 
ld Alfred Young id v The Com- 
pany act and counter-claim 

In re James Bird dec Andrews v 
Bryant act 

Chalmers-Hunt v Davies act and 
counter-claim 

Bolton v Harris act and counter- 


claim 
West v West act 
North v North and anr 
m fj 
Waters v Thomas act 
Newton v Stewart act 
Howes v Clarke act 
The Midland Trust ld v Beketow 
t 


act and ’ 


ac’ 

Dudgeon v Falcon act 

Hill v Green act 

The Shropshire Rys Co v Midland 
Ry Carriage and Wagon Co act 

In re Loy’s Settlement Langborne 
v Gray act 

Webster v Provincial Homes In- 
vestment Co ld act 

Burden v Hayoe act 

In_re Joseph Stocks & Co ld 
Willey v ks act 

Collins v Russell act 

Elliott (trading, &c.) v Expansion 
of act 


Crossman v Stocks act 

In te H. Williams dec Davies v 
Roberts act 

Trickey & Cain v Dunnett act 

Stanton v Abrahams act 

Barnes v Church act 

B v Lloyd-Verney act 

The National Reversionary Invest- 
ment Co ld v Alleyne ‘act 

Armstrong Oiler Co id v Patent 

Axle Box, &, Co act 

Mooney v Same act 

Eckersley v Wigan Coal and Iroa 
Co act 


In re 8. A. Coomber dec Coomber 
v Coomber act 

Griffiths v Roberts act 

In re United Kingdom Debenture 
Bank ld Molony.v The Company 


act 
Barnett v Barnett act 
Dixon v Dixon act 
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Baxter v Giles act 

Shaw v Shaw act 

In re F A Stebbings dec Stebbings 
v Walker act 

Evans v Chapman act 

Lynd-Martin v Cowen act 

Law Guarantee Trust and Acci- 
dent Soc ld v Mansions Coneoli- 
dated ld act and m f j 

Borough of Portsmouth v London, 

. Brighton and South Coast Ry 


act 

Llandudno Urban District. Council 
v Llandudno and District Elec- 
tric Tramways, &c, Co act 

Tubbs v Essen act 

Tanner v Smith act 

Millard v Millard act 

Kruger v Lessen & Hjort act 

Gurr v Graff act 

Palmer v Wood. act 

Parsons v Smith act 

Mabie, Todd & Co v Alliance 
Fountain Pen Co act 

In re the Patents, Designs, &c, 
Act, 1907, and In re Mabie, Todd 
& Co's Registered Design, 
No 510,991 motion 

Worthington Co v Abbott act 

Conway Bridge Commissioners v 
Jones act 

Pinkney v Lewis act 

Williams v Lonnon act 

Maclean v Gibbs act 

Walker v Thornton act 

In re H R G Toler dec Toler v 
Rebow act 





Kingsland v Jobling act 

Hyslop v Church Stretton 1d act 

Ridley v Blackburn act 

Raynes v The Japan Press ld act, 
counter-claim and m f j 

Cayford v Stevens act, counter- 
claim and m f j 

Barwell v Smith act 

Knowles v Morgan act 

In re Caeson’s Trade Mark and In 
re the Trade Marks Act, 1905 
motn 

Crowther v Crowther act and 
counter-claim 

Convelas v Wilkinson act 

Buck v Dott act and counter- 
claim 

Gall v O’Neill & Brown act 

Weaver v Morton act 

Lewis v General Electric Co Id 


act 
Misdale v Holdsworth act 
In re Pollard dee Willison v Young 


act 

McNaught v McNaught and ors 
act and counter-claim 

Locke & Co (Newland) ld v 
Richardson act 

Askew v Herbert act 

Elliott v Heath act (Liverpool 
District Registry) 

Rush v Laicas_ act 

The Flour Oxidising Co ld v 
Walter Brown & Son act 

Same v Jones act 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gagette,—Frivay, Oct. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurrep rn Caarorey. 


Atrerp Mearrx, Lrp (rx Ligutpation)—Creditors are required forthwith to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their aebts or claims, to R. E. 


Otark, Albion st, Hanley, liquidator 


Bourg PuosrHate aNp Cuemicat Co, Ltp—All persons having claim; are required to 
send particulars to Charlés Ernest Bullock, 17, Albion st, Hanley. Hollinshead & 


Moody, Tunstall, solors to liquidator 


Crzment Banxxr & Beagp, Lrv—Creditors are required, on or bafore Oct 27, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, w Henry 
Beecroft, 12, Wood st. Suntaman, Nottingham, solor for the liquidator 

Gzason Hamsow & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 7, directed to be 
heard Oct 19. Osborn & Osborn, Coleman st, solors for the petners. Notice of 
epocesing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Gopwix & Hewitt, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 5, directed to be heard 
Oct 19. Andrew & Co, Great James st, Bedford row, for Corner & Oo, 
ford, solore for the petners Notice of appearing must reach Andrew & Oo nut later 


than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 18 


Krisvuaw Crcie Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 5, directed to be 
heard Oct 19 Reed & Reed, Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st, solors for the petners, 
Notice of avpearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 


of Oct 18 


Rosgrr Scorr & Co (Bourwemovurn), Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 6, 
—— - = ey os the iv a, Poole, on Oct 18, at + eevenion A | Co, 
, SOlors for the petners. otice of appearing must reach the above-named not 

later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 16 


London Gazette.—Tuxsvar, Oct. 12, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Lruirsp rm Onancery, 


Axroxrant (AsHantr) Mixes, Lt>—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 27, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,to Frank 
Browning Wilson, 85, Gracechurch st, liquidator : 

Cratnorns & Sons, Ltp—Creditors are reqmred forthwith to send their names and 

, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Darker Butterell, 
Cogan House, Bowlalley In, Hull. Crust & Co, Beverley, solors for the liquidator 
W. Lawson, Lro—Creditors are —— on or before Nov 5, to sead their names and 


addresses, and the particulars o 
16, New st, York, hquidatcr 


heir debts or claims, to James Francis Nutbrown, 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette.—Fuivay, Oct. 8. 


Heywoop Prrscess Mut Co, Lrp, 
Gsorce Littitewoop & Sons, Lep. 


Barrisx Automatic Azratoas, Lrp. (Reconstruction), 
Mostcvus, Lev. 

Ayasuize Gotp Mixx, Lrp. 

Moror Fuet, Lrp. 

Gatroiaw Naputaa Co, Lop. 

Kees & Sow, Lrp. 

Rema Vicroaia Minima Co, Lp, 


London Gasette.—Tuxspar, Oct, 12. 
Apotrue Crosztz, Lrp, 
Wattine Press, iro, 
E. Jauxs & Co, Lop. 
Maswowatanp Consotiparey Leap, 
Comsouipatzp Sure Owners’ Morvat Uspsewastine Association Lap, 
BraLyesiper Prvusx Manvuracrvrine Co, 








Expansions Sywpicate, Lrp 
Livgaroo. Bacow SMoxine Co, Lrp 
No 1 Prat Coat Sywprcars, Lrp. (Reconstruction). 
Gury Asser Coiurery Co, Lrp. 

Apvert Novgrty Co, Lrp. 

L. pe Riw & Mack, Lrp. (Reconstruction). 
AxRoxeEe! (AsHANT!) Minzs, Lr. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
Eondon Gazette.—Fnrivay, Oct. 1. 


Bentixce, W1it1aM Georce Cavenpisn, Richmond ter, Whitehall Nov 15 Davenport 
& Co, Chancery In . 

Bosw£.t, James, Boyson rd, Camberwell, Mason Oct 25 Hicklin & Co, Trinity sq 

Cans, Patsics, King’s End Farm, Ruislip Oct 30 Gardiner & Son, Uxbridge 

Co.uines, Hensy Grores, Dover Nov lv Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Cox, Parry, Harpenden, Herts Nov 10 Thompson & Debenhams, St Albans 

Deacon, Georaiana, Reading Oct 27 Kent, Reading 

Eannenaw, Henney, Bhortlands, Kent Novil Ciark & Co, Gt St Helens 

Fow.es, ALrrep Caartes, West Ealiog, Bar Manager Nov il ‘uppen, Bedford 


row 
Furyess, Ciara, Upper Hallam, Sheffield Nov 4 Furniss & Co, Sheffield 
Garay, Gzorae WILLiAM, Rowlands Gill, Durham, Farmer Oct 30 Ryott & Swan, New- 
castle upon Tyne 
Geren, Joun, Grange ct, Glos, Carpenter Nov 8 Johnson & Co, Birmingham 
Hartiey, Many Jane, Hipperholme, Halifax Nov 1 Walshaw & Son, Halifax 
Heats, Aureep, B th Oct27 Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad st 
MILL, CeciLia, New Brighton Oct 27 Laces & Co, Live 
oo Davip, Plymouth, Dockyard Pensioner Oct 11 Rodd, East Stonehouse, 
evon 
Jackson, Many Any, Heslerton, York Nov8& Gresham, Hull 
Jounson, Cuarixs, Barnsley Dec2 Johnson, Nottingham 
Jonzs, Josian, Osw Oct 30 Minshalls > estry 
Jon ~ Tuomas Pitt, Wolverhampton Oct 30 Underhill & Thorneycroft, Wolver« 
ampton 
Law, Emma Henagtetta, Seymour st, Portmansq Novi15 Burch & Co, Spring gdns 
Layue, CuakLes, Worksop, Notts Nov17 Js &C A Whall, Worksop 
savage = Gaaee Tuomas, Buckland, Reigate Oct 25 Hicklin & Co, Trinity sq, 
uthwar 
cater > -geeaael Lady, Buckland, Reigate Oct 25 Hicklin & Co, Trinity sq, South 


wi 
Masoyx, Tooma: “rae, Blackpool Nov14 Drinkwater & Co, Hyde 
Mituak, Euien, Feazance Oct 23 Boase, Penzance 
Mi.is, James, West Kirby, Cheshire Oct 25 Woolcott & Co, West Kirby 
sine, Roms, Amy Epwaxups, Birdingbury Hall, Warwick Nov5 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s 
ion 
Nortu, James, Loughborough, Wheelwright Nov1 Moss & Taylor, Loughborough 
Parrersos, Jonn, Dorking, Butler Oct 20 Marquis, Croo! 
Picton, Epwargp, Richmond Novi3 Richardson & Co, Golden sq, Regent st 
PowE.L, Danigi, Ystradyfellte, Brecon, Farmer Oct 30 Phillips & son, Aberdare 
Ranson, Freperick, Ipswich bet 11 EG Appleton, Combs, Stowmarket 
Ropeats, Joun, Preston, Foreman Joiner Decl Matthew & Co, Liverpool 
kor, Rev Rosert, Hove, Sussex Oct 30 Saulez, Hove 
SHoutts, Gzorck Barger, Ballards In, North Finchley Nov 12] Barfield & Barfield, 


bury sq 

Skinner, Henay, Northfleet, Kent Nov10 B & F Tolhurst, Gravesend 
Smit, Jonn Peter Georcz, Weston super Mare Oct15 Thorn-Pudsey & Derry, Iron 

Bridge, Shropshire 
Surru, Richagp, Darwen, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Oct 12 Sutcliffe, Darwen 
Snappoyx, Joux, Hardwick, Lincs, Farmer Novl Andrew & Thompson, Lincoln 
Swanwick, JosePg Powg.i, Middlewich, Chester Oct 30 Rigby, Middlewich 
Tayitor, ST Jouw StxwArvpson, Eaton Rise, i Nov 12 Trotter & Patteson 


Victoria st 
Terry, Peter, Hatton gdn, Stationer Nov1l Hughes & Sons, John st, Bedford row 
Trorrer, Lady Janz Courts, Eaton pl! Nov 1 Sandford & Uo, Arundel st 
Twrepa.e, Jony, Dewsbury, Solicitor Nov1 Clarke & Co, Leeds 
Va, Jang Exvizasetu, Marreilles Oct 30 Byott & Swan, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Warers, Wittiam, Cardiff Decl Bythway & Sun, Pontypool 
Wuitina, Janz, Ospringe, Kent Nov 27 Smith & Payn, Faversham 
Wicutman, Juny, Nottingham, illing Manufacturer Oct 27 Acton & Marriott, 
Noted 


ottingham 
Wisox, Tuomas, Scarborough Nov10 Ransom & Hutton, Nottingham 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Oct. 5. 


ALExanper, Lestey Witt1am, Campden grove, Kensington Nov 12 Hores & Co 
Lincoln’s inn tlelds , 

Asutox, Mary, Chapeltown, nr Sheffield Nov16 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

AsawortTH, WILLIAM, Heaton Chapel, Nov 15 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

Banpes, Tuomas, Allerton, Bradford Oct 2i Thorp. Bradford 

Barker, EvizaBbeTa Manrcaret, Great Ayton, Yorks Nov8 Faber & Co, Stockton on 


Banaon, ‘eure Sritesuey, Hamilton mans, Hallrd Novi2 Cohen & Cohen, Finsbury 


Beavis, Ciaza CaRo.ine, Hove, Sussex Novt Brutton & Co, Hove, Sussex 
Bareaiey, Auice Srort, Patricroft, Lancs Nov 5 Bowden, Manchester 
Baiscomse, Evizasets, Ormskirk Oct 28 Hosking, Liverpool 

Gone, Raseer Pee, Se aes her © Tgeed Maieem, e Wencatian wh 
Cuave, Roper, per Nov 

Coprey, Jonny, Ashford, Middlesex Nov1l Lewin & Co, Southampton st, Strand 
Currin, Taomas Hewry, Urmston, Lancs, Engineer Nov 1 Rowley & Co, Man- 
Deen, Witt1am, Cambridge, Gardener Novi Symonds, Cambridge 

Exiy, CHARLES, Surbiton, Chemist Novi1l Clements & Co, a illiam st 
Evuis, Samuet, Manchester, Provision Dealer Nov16 Batty & Co, Manchester 
Fovurnot, Leon, Neuilly sur Seine, Fri Nov6 Martin & Co, Kingst, Guildhall 
Grirvitas, Rosert Cuuistoraer, Bridgend, Solicitor Nov 8 Stockwood & 


quer, Ky West Chiltington, Sussex, Farmer Nov 15 Maynard & Smith, 


Haut, Emma, Edgbaston, Birmingham Nov1 Rankin, Birmingham 
Ha M 8t Dominick, Cornwali Oct 2u Callington, Cornwall 

Hav, tsapeuia, Churchdown, Glos. Nov 1 Winterbotham & Co, Cheltenham 

eee, rm Pomeeabendigall, Grocer Bowl Smith & Co, aberystwyth 
‘ongs, Joun, Pon’ ‘ov “4 

Lexa, ELizapers, Manchester Mons feat & Co; Manchester 

Ne.sox, Annis, York Oct 30 d 

—. ea se Daxsy, Bournemouth, Solicitor Oct 16 Lucas & Wyllys, Great 

armou' 
Pare, Boe Wit11am, Wellington, Salop, Hotel Heeper Oct 18 Dean & Eepley, 


Paics, Reszcca Newz 11, Clifton, Bristol Nov15 JL &ET Daniell, Bristol 
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Rog, Lady Emity, Litchurch, Derby Nov 8 a & Go, Gt George st 


Roversr, Ann, Col 


1. i ‘Deabigh Nov 16 
Sanpers, Toomas, 


Birmingham Novy 1 Cottell & San, Biesiaghon 
Seeman, James, athena cn? st, Turner st, Stepney Decl5 oe > a 
Oct 20 Hancock. Callington, 


Suorrock, Tuomas, Bolton, Law Clerk’ Nov 9  Boote & Co, 
Snort, —- St Stephens by Saltash, Cornwall 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct. 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aree. Wiuam, West Lege 5 Seainese Dealer 


West Bromwich Pet Oct 6 

Braven, Frayx Groree, Chi: nha at vilte, Furniture 
Dealer Bath Pet Oct6 

Brckwits, Joun, Harrow, Builder. “ot Albans Pet Sept 
16 Pet Oct 6 

Be.six, Henry, Pontygw a Glam, Colliery Labourer 
Pontypridd "Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 

Bourtier, ALBERT, Bulwell, Nottingbam, Licensed Victualler 
Nottingham Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 

Casu, Herpert Asupy, Skegness, tees Boston Pet 
Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 

Cottines, Ferpinanp Marcus, Buckingham st, Strand, 
Solicitor High Court Pet Aug2l Ord Oct5 

Cross, James Huexperson, Southport, Fruiterer Liverpool 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Davies, WitL14m Jonny, Cwmbwria. Swansea, Blacksmith’s 
Stricker” Swansea Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 

Evans, Hersert, South side, Clapham EEE Hair- 
dresser Wandsworth Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Evans, Wa.tteR, Hayston Hall, Lianstadwell, Pembroke, 
Farmer Pembroke Dock Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 

Faprar, Jonny, Littlethorpe, nr apeme Yorks, Grocer 
Northallerton Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 

Fostgsr, James, Bolton Bolton Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

— Tuomas Henry, Normanton, Se 

eeper Wakefield Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 
eux James, Hailsham, ae, Brick Maker Eastbourne 
et Oct 6 Ord Oct 

Hagpis, og Balsall wo} Birmingham, Tailor 
birmingham Pet Sept 21 6 

Hopxixs, ow, Llandilo, Garmarthen, Jeweller Carmar- 
then Pet Sept 7 Ord Oct 5 

Houser, A V, New Malden, Surrey, a Merchant 
Kingston, corey Pet Sept 15 urd Oct 

Jonzs, Tuomas ILLIAM, Swansea, Metal Merchant 
Swansea Pet July 20 Ord Oct 5 

eading, Butcher Reading Pet Oct 


Lewis, Water, Chigwell, Essex, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Oct 6 
Luioyp, THomas Lewis, Cheltenham, a Chelten- 
ham Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct 4 
a Harry, Mansion House chmbrs, Bucklersbury, 
Property.Dealer High Court Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 6 


Lay, Wiiiiam Jony, 
4 Ord Uct 


my Ca Southport, Painter Liverpool 

et 

Mart, Dororny, Withit nm, Leigh, Staffs Burton on 
Trent Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 5 


Miyvyitt, Cuaries Jouy, Kingston aaa, Auctioncer 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Oct 4 Ora O 

Newnrery, Davin, Watford, pelddegeon Printer 8t 
Albans Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

Owens, Wit.1aM, Earlestown, Lancs, Grocer Warring- 
ton Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 

PHILLIPS, gaa, Turney rd, Dulwich, Fruit Merchant 
High Court Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Pocock, Josrrx oe Reading, Butcher Reading 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 

PritrcHarD, George, Cielade Boot Seller Great Yar- 
mouth Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

eer eo Purton, Wilts, Saddler Swindon Pet 


Sixviztp, Joux Henry, ae. pee, Builder 
Birmingham Pet Oct5 Ord 
Ta Sam Leeds, Currier io Pet Oct 4 Ord 


ae = Grorecr Exwix, York York Pet Oct 5 Ord 


ee 


Vickery, Emiry, Sydenham 








Waker, Wiit1ax, Littleport, fa of ey Cambs, Farmer 
Cambri PetOcté Ord Oct 

WerstHeap, Lag, Wigan. Licensed Victualler Wigan 
Pet 24 Oct 5 


a sy 4 Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant Dews- 
bury Pet Sept 23 Ord Oct 5° 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED 


Diwuer, Avcustus R Vixscext, New court, Lincoln’s inn 
High Court Pet July 15 Rec Ord Aug 20 Rese Oct 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Atstox, Jonx Nunx, Waterside, Kings Langley, Herte, 
Publican Oct 18 at 3 14, Bedford row 
Be.sin, Hewry, Pon es , Glam, Colliery Labourer 
= 18 at ll Off ; Post Office ehmbrs, Taff st, 
‘on! 
Bennest, Georcr, Great Sankey, nr Warrington, Moss 
Litter Merchant Oct 16 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


chester 
CastTLe, bing = Wallingford, Grocer OctJ8ati11 1, St 
Aldates, Oxford 
CoL.ines, Feapinanp Maxcus, Buckingham st, Strand, 
licitor Oct 18at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Dury, Joun, Henry, Birmingham, General Metal Spinner 
Oct 19 at 11.20 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, > spat st, 


Birmingham 
Evans, Heaseat, Southside, Clapham C mn, Hai 

Oct 18 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminister Sun 
Lancs Oct 16 at 10.30 19, Ex- 





— JamMEs, Bolton, 
st, 


Goonsars —" gmt 2q, Chelsea Oct 20 at 12 
ease 
oswatis HOMAS, ee beg co Builder Oct 22 at 


Carmarthen 

Hovsr, A V, New cae Surrey, Provision Merchant 
Oct 19 at 11,30 182, ) nana rd, Westminster Bridge 

Jenkins, Davin, Cowbri idge, G Licensed Victualler 
Oct 16 at 12.15 Off Rec, 117, St Mary +t, Cardiff 

Kiva, eg Oswestry, Balop Oct 16 at 12 Off Reo, 
King st, Newcastle, 

Livesay, Wittiam Fray, "Wigan, Licensed Victualler 
Oct 19 at 3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Mazks, Haney, Bucklerabury, Property Dealer Oct 19 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

—— Snemae Joun, Ki on Thames, Auctioneer 

at12 132, York zm, Westminster Bridge 
Pari.ips, Aa p vd Turney rd 


t1 "Bankruptcy bldge, Carey st 
Sreacuey, Sees WomBwett, Harpenden, Hertford Oct 
18at12 14, Bedford row 
-_ Jvuuy, Leeds, Currier Oct 18 at 12 Off Rec, 24, 


Tennant, Georce Exwiy, York, In Oct 18 at 3 
re) , The Red House, Duncumbe pl, York 

Tozer, WaA.ttrer James, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler 

Oct 16 at 12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Wane, Owen, South Shields Oct 16 at 11 Off Rec, 30, 
Mosley st, Newcastle on — 

Watsn, Jonw Tuomas, Euston rd, N, Sioaeas Victualler 

Oct 18 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Garey 

Wess, Watter Victor, Reading, Baker “Oct 22 at 12.30 

Queen’s Hotel, Reading 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Atcock, Witu1am, West Bromwich, Smullware Dealer 

West Bromwich Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

ee Frank Gronaoer, em, Wilts, Furniture 

B a Pou styewaith, Glam, Coll Labo 
ELBIN, ENRY, ‘on’ it urer 

Pontypridd Pet Oct6 UrdOcté’ 
Burtier, Abert, Bulwell, Not ottingham, Licensed Victualler 
Nottingham Pet Oct'6 Ord Oct 





Trpman, CHARLES Owey, em Mon, Grocer Newport, 
' 


Mon Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 


Srarer, Esty, Bath , Oct 30 7 ESS Ae é 
Spinks, Loursa MARIANNE, Hove, Sussex 
Tomutnsow, Mary Ann, Rotherham, Yorks vane 10 Kesteven, Sheffield 

Turnzr, Betsy, Lye, Worcester Oct30 Mobberley, Lye, nr Stourbridge 


ov Brutton & Co, Hove 


Nov 11 Lewin & Co, Sou st, Strand 


Wuitine, Harry, Ospringe, Kent Nov 27 Smith & Payn, Faversham 


Cripriw, Witt1amM, Moss Side, Manchester Salford Pe 
Ps bem ..- Southport, Fruiterer Liverpool 
auurs Henpersoy, 
D. La = Se eo an) me Blacksmith 
-Daviss, Wi1Lt1aM Jonn wr’ wa nsea, ‘s 
Striker Swansea Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5’ 
Preston Pet July12 Ord 
Dur, Jonx ae, See. General Metal Spinner 
birmingham Fat Sept $9 1 Ord Oct 6 
Evavs, Heaseat, Clapham Common, Hair 
Dresser Wandsworth ‘Pet Oot 4 Ord Oct 4 


Dickinson, THomas, 
Oct 5 


Eyane, Watrer, Hayston Hall, Lianstadwell, Pembroke, 
Farmer Pem! e Dock Bet Oct & Ord Oct 5 
Farrar, Joux, Littlethorpe, — Yorks, Grocer 

Northallerton Pet t Oct 5 * Ord 


Foster, James, Bolton Bolton Pet Ost 2 Ord Oct 2 
Gerson, Tomas Henry, Normanton, Underground 
orsekeeper Wakefield’ Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 
Gurr, Jom, Sussex, Brickmaker Eastbourne 
P 6 Ord Uct 6 


mah... f Bom Tuomas, Conthemgien, Journalist 
Southampton Pet Aug 25 Ord Oct 6 

Hosss, Frank Tuomas, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet Sept 
29 Ord Oct 4 


Jongs, THomas Farin, i Oe Metal Merchant 
Swansea Pet J > Oct 6 

Lay, Witt1am Joan, Reading, Butcher Reading Pet Oct 
4 Ord Oct 4 


Livesay, Wituram Fray, yriem. Licensed Victualler 
Wigan Pet sept16 Ord Oct 
Mamnaet epg Southport, Painter Liverpool Pet Oct 


Miwwitt, CoaBies Joun, Kingston on Thawes, Auctioneer 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 4 
ayn oe Davin, Watford, Printer St Albans Pet Oct6 


Owens, Wisma, en, Lancs, Grocer Warrington 
P a ody a W: , Eddington, 
ALMAR, ARLES See 
Cc Pet May 25," 1907 Ord Oct 5 
Pocock, Joszen Witiram, Reading, Butcher Renting 
Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 
Potvarp, WiLL1aAM Bovey, Birchin In, Tailor High Court 


Pet A Ord Oct 6 
EORGE, ree, be Boot Repairer Great Yar- 


Herne, Kem 


Pricuarp, 
mouth Pet Oct 6 

Ruopes, WriuiamM Epwis Kandy Ealing, Builder Brent- 
ford Pet Aug 2 Ord Oct 24 

Sixeretp, Joun Henry, Belticy, Seoeningate, Builder 

- Pet wg -F Se ane ies 

Srepuenson, GEORGE, jam pton -bury, 

Consulting Engineer High Court Pet July 22 O:d 


Oct 4 
ame Joun, Leeds, Currier Leeds Pet Oct 4 Ord 
4 
Tewnant, Grores Etwin, York, [Inspector York Pet Oct 
5 Ord Oct 5 


Wacker, Witwram, Littleport, Isle of Cambs, 
Farmer Camb: Pee Ok 6 Ord octen” 


Waiter, Wititiam Henry, Kochdale Manchester Pet 


June 8 Ord Oct 6 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Awt.is, Henry Fraxcis, Clifton, Bristol, Veneer 
Bristol Adjud Oct 11, 1906 Annul Oct 1, 1 


London Gazette,—Tuxrspay, Oct 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Asnpy, Enxyest Aurarp, fexforth, Lancs, Tobacconist 
Li l Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 7 


Bakar, Jeun Ewyocn, poiiey, Fruit Salesman Dudley 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 


Basritt, Samus, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Fruiterer 
Whitehavenand Millcm Pet Sept 28 Ord Oct 5 





Casu, Heasert Asupy, acon 2 Butcher Boston Pet 
Oct 5 Ord Oct 6 


Camptixnc, Harry Hanporp, 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
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EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 
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SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Aonecnte to Q 
direction a a of the Corporation. 
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Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or r Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Davies, Ricuarp Jonx, Wandsworth Common, Draper’s 
Wandsworth Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

Gaupronx, Avausts Evernsz, Outram rd, Wood Green, 

ren: Manufacturer High Court Pet Aug 24 


es & —— , Budge row, Builders High Court 
9 Oct 

Hatt, 1tL1AM Rocu, Cora, Fruit Merchant Cardiff 
Pet Bept 16 Ord Oct 

Jessop, Haar JamuEs, Thetford, Norfolk, Plumber Nor- 
wich Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

Jounsox, James, Coleman st, Coal Merchant Brighton 

et Aug 31 Ord Sept 24 

Key, Haart, p Mer hen ag Kingsbridge, Devon, Farmer 
Plymouth Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct7 

Littte, Baatietr, Egremont, Cheshire, Truck Builder’s 

Birkenhead Pet Oct7 Ori Oct 7 
PHOCLES. Liverpool, Cotton Broker Liverpool 
oO A = Ge Grinsd Cycl b 
ates, Aatuur, Gt Grimsby, e Agent Gt Grims 

Pet Occ 6 Ord O ree r 

Riesy, James, neaniows a, Shrimp Merchant Liver- 
pool Pet Oct9 Ord O 

Rosertsos, Rosert } made y Gutherlend av, Maida Vale, 
Bailder High Court Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 

Sayperson, Witt1am Eowarp, Marton Moss, Plackpool, 

ket Gardener Preston Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 
—.” Gt Titchfield st High Court Pet July 12 


Livayos. 
Pet 


Sewer, Wiitu1am Dawiet, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer 
Norwich PetOct8 Ord Oct 8 

Sse.erove, Atsert Jonny, Nutfield, Tongham, Surrey, 
Blacksmith Guildford Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

Swirt, Atsert Epwarp, Parkstone, Dorset, 
Furniture Dealer Poole Pet Oct$ Ord Oct 

Tuaa.e, James Henry, Hill Side, Newport, I of w, Com- 
mercial Traveller Newport Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

bee Frepericx Eryest, on F es Builder 

bridge Wells Pet Oct 6 Ord O 

Wnsow James, Fulwell, Sunderland, , Agent 
Sunderland Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 

Wirsos, James, Sunderland, Baker Sunderland Pet Oct 
9 Ord Oct 8 


rated 


Yarwatt, Harry, Kidderminster, Jeweller Kidderminster 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 


Amended Notice substitut-d for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 27: 


Bats, Tuomas Frepericx, Ribblesdale, Wilpshire, nr 
lack burn, Firelighter Manufacturer’ Blackburn Pet 
July 28 Ord Aug 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Beaves, Frask Groner, o Of ne Wilts, Furniture 
Dealer Oct 20 at 11.45 26, Baldwin st, 


Bri 

Bisuor, Rosert Guittax, Rotherham, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Oct 20 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree Ip, theftield 

Brake, Wii1ram, Folkestone, Bootmaker Oct 20 at lv 
Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Bowcock, Joux Brows, Pinchbeck, Lines, Carpenter Oct 
92 at 11.80 White Hart Hotel, Spalding 

Camptixe, Harry Harporp, Sutton, Surrey, Tailor Oct 
20 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Casn, Hexsert Asusy, Skegness, Butcher Oct 25 at 12.15 
Off 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Cumann Joux, Leighton Beck, nr Milnthorpe, 
w Labourer Oct 20 at 12.45 Commercial 
Hotel. Highgate, Kendal 

Davizs, Wi111am Jonx, Cwmbwria, Swansea, Blacksmith’s 
hg 20 at 11 Off Ree, Government bldgs, St 
Mary’s st, gwansea 

Dest, Sipyzy Bexwetr, Stoke Gifford, Glos, Coach 
Builder Oct 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin s 


Bristol 
E.uiorr, Farperice, Paignton, Devon, Builder Oct 22 a 
2.30 Gerston Hotel, Paignton 
all, Llansta4well, Pembroke, 


Evays, Water, Hayston 
Farmer Oct 22 at 1 Temperance Hall, Pembroke 


, mr Ripon, Yorks, Grocer Oct 


Dock C 
Panaar, Jour, Littleth 
‘ourt chmbrs, Albert 1d, Middles- 


21 at 11.30 Off Rec, 


Fuetcaze, Toomas Myuicu, and Gzorce Hues Caissorm, 
Lianrwst, Auctioneers Oct 21 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, 
fastgate row, Chester 

Gavosos, Avousts Evcese, The Alexandra Palace, Wood 
— Aeronaut Oct 21 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Gursos, one a, Normanton. Yorks, Underground 
H Oct 20 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, 


W 
Geustwaco & onwen. Budge + to Builders Oct 21 at 


Haseis, Bessamix, Baleall Heath, Birmingham, Tailor 
Oct 20 at 11,30 Buskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 


Birmingham 

Hicorss, aes, Sutten Coldfield, Warwick, Coal Mer- 
chant Oct 22 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corpora- 
st, Birmi 


Horrise, Faspexzicx Watsetrycuam, Heavitree, Devon, 
Grocee Oct 21 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 


Exeter 

Howaap, Witttam Warten, Dover, Upholsterer Oct 20 
10.60 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Cantea bury 

Iso! rtos, Freperiox Brece, Stow Hill, Rowpert, Mon, 
Grocer Oct 20 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, 


Newport, 

Jouseos, Jaues, Coleman st, Coal Merchant Oct 20 at 
11,30 Off Hee, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Chigwell, Essex, py Victualler 
at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Lerrie, th, Egremont, Chester, "Teuek Bailder’s 
Maoager Oct DM ati2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 

Massuatt, Jauvs, Southport, Lancs, Painter Oct Wat 11 
Off Rec, 25, Victoria #, Liverpool 

Mewsvcery, Daviv, Watford, Printer Oct Mat 3 14, Bed- 
fora row 





7 
Oars, fore Great Grimsby, bony t Oct 20 at 11 
Off R Grimsby 


8t Mary’s chmbrs, Lr 

Owens, Wresan, Earlestown. Ay ead Grocer Oct 
20 at 2.30 Off Rec, ng 

Ruopgs, WILLIaM Epwix, South Ealing, Builder Ov t 20 at 
12 14, Bedford row 

aes s, Guonor, Purton, Wilts, Saddler Oct 20 at 11 Off 

38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Same Roperr Stee, Sutherland av, Maida Vale, 
Builder Oct 21 at 12° Bankruptey bldge, Carey st 

Scuwanz, H T, Great Titchfield st Oct 20 at 12 Bank- 
ruptecy bidgs, Carey st 

SNeLcxove, ALBERT , i Nutfield, Tongham, Surrey, 
Blacksmith Oct 20 at 11.30 132, York rd, West 
minster Bridge 

Swirr, Arsert Epwarp Parkstone, Dorset, Antique 
— Dealer Oct 20at2 Arcade cbmbrs, Bourne- 
mou 

mer Ropsrt RawpDAtt, Sretetes, Dorset, Drap r 
Oct 20 at 4 Crown Hotel, Weymou' 

Tuas, James Heyry, Hill ‘Bide, Newnort, I of W, Com- 
mercial Traveller Oct 23 at 1.15 Off Ree, 33a, Holy- 
rood st, Newport. I of W 

Westueap, Eris, Wigan, Licensed Victualler Oct 21 at 
3 19, Kxchange st, Bolton 

Wuireneabd, Joux, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant Oct 21 
at1l Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

WILLIaMs, FRrepegick Eenest, Cowden. Kent, Builder 
ad _ at 11.15 Bridge Hotel, Broadway, Tunbridge 

e 

WInsriretp, Fekperick, Wisbech Saint Peter, Cambridge, 
ee Oct 20 at 3 Off Rec, 8, King st, 

orwi 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baxer, Jonn Exocn, Dudley, Worcester, Fruit Salesman 
Dudley Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 . 
Bagritt, Samugr, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Fruiterer 
Whitehaven Pet Sept z8 Ord Oct 5 

Booxer, Atrrep Epuunp, Yardley, Worcester, Forage 
Merchant Birmingham Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 8 

Brows, Durwarp, Southampton row, Pre, Archi- 
tect High Court PetAug10 Ord O 

Camptinc, Harey Harsorp, Sutton, 
Croydon Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

Davis, Richarp Jounx, Wandsworth oa, Draper's 
Agent Wandsworth Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

Evans, D A, Coldharbour In, Draper High Court Pet 
Aug 26 Ord Oct 9 

GeauaM, Groree Srewart, Holland rd, Kensington, 
Public-house Broker High Court Pet’ Aug 14 Ord 
Oct 8 

Hanztiey, Emma, Faik st, Mayfair High Court Pet July 
30 rd Oct 7 


Hopxtiss, Huw, Liandilo, *~\ Jeweller Carmar- 
then Pet Sept7 Ord Oct 

Jessop, Hasry Kr. Thetford, Norfolk, Plumber Nor- 
wich Pet Oct 8 Oct 

Litttz, BartTiett, sien. Cheshire, Truck Builder's 
Manager Birkenhead Fet Oct7 Od Oct 7 

Lioyp, Taomas Lewis, Cheltenham, Ironmunger Chelten- 
ham Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct7 

Natsu, Cuanues, [chester gdns, Bayswater. Solicitor High 
Court Pet Tuly 30 Ord Oct 7 

Oates, Arnruur, Gt Grimbsy, Cycle Agent Gt Grimsby 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

i Aanox, o> Fruit Merchant High Court 


R “go Bn Saal Shri Merchant Liverpool 
IGBY, JAMES, at. rt, im, er n ve 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Ou 9 . 

Saxpexsox, Witt1amM Epwarp, Marton Moss, Blackpool, 
Market Gardener Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

Sewer, Wiriiam Daniet, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer 
Norwich Pet Oct8 Ord 

Suitn, Water, Dunston on Tyoee Durbam, Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Sept16 Ord Oct 5 

Sye.rerove, Aisgrt Jonny, Nuttield, a, Surrey, 
Blacksmith Guildford’ Pet Oct 7 Ora O: 

Swirt, Atsert Epwarp, Parkstone, Dowet, “Antique | 
Furniture Dealer Poole Pet Oct 8 Ord O 


, em Tailor 


Taagie, James Henry, Hill Side, Newport, t oe w, | 
Ora 


Commercial Tiaveller Newport Pct Oct 6 


Oct 6 

Westneap, Extis, Wigan, Licensed Victualler 
Pet Sept 24 Ord Uct 8 

Wurrengap, Joun, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Sept 23 Ora Oct 7 

Wituiams, Frepericx Esnest, ep wy Kent, Builder 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 


Wigan 


Witson, James, Sunderland, Baker Sunderland Pet Oct 
9 Ord Oct 9 


Witson, James, Fulwell. Sunderland, Insurance Agent 
Sunderland Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 

Yarxett, Haery, Kidderminster, Worcester, Jeweller 
Kidderminster Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7. 








Sackson and Law Families, 


|® SHALL be glad of any INFORMATION 
to what became of the BUSINESS. of a JAMES 
JACKSON, Attorney, of 17, Furnival’s-inn; London. He 
acted for the Sherard and Molyneux families. By his 
will, dated the 2nd January, 1776, he left a legacy to 
bw nephew, Thomas Peircy, of Littie Chelsea, Middlesex, 
a Hover, Law, of Furnival’s-inn, both of whom he 
seelanel his executors, and he directed that the residue 
of his personal estate should be divided eqnally between 
Robert Holliday (his nephew), of Endfield, Middlesex ; 
Mary Chapman, widow (his niece), one sister of the seid 
Robert Holl iday ; ; James Peircy der (his nephew), 
of Old F :sh-street, sugar ers the said Thomas 
Peircy ; John ose, clerk ; and He: Jackson 
Close, clerk (the oaaeet bis late nephew, the verand 
Henry Close, deceased). The will was proved on the 10th 
April, ee in the Prerogative Court of Can’ 
Robert Law appears to have been an attorney, and to 
have carried on James Jackson’s business. On the 29th 
May, 1784, administration of the fg ony and chattels of 
e said Robert Law was granted to his father, THOMAS 
LAW I should also be obliged for any information that 
would enable me to trace the present representatives of 


this Thomas Law. 
PEIRCE GUN MAHONY. 
Cork Herald, 
Office of Arms, Dublin. 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C. 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 








President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 





Number of patients weekly, 800. 
Help in Legacies and Donations 
towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 


Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN, 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 


perty or other Securities and Annuities 
LOANS granted thereon. 


Interest on Loans may be Oapitalised. 


C. H. CLAYTON, 
¥. H. CLAYTON, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 











Joint 








(EstasLisuepv 1828), 
Purchase Ronde Interests in Real and Persona 
Property, Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance = upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
80, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 





The Oldest Insurance 








=P \ 
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bd 




















Office in the World. 
Heap Orrice: 


lf FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED 1710, 

63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 

Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROF:TS. 


=— 4 ==" EMPLOYEES’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
ong WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
sence including ACCIDENTS TO | PIDELITY' GUARANTEE, 





Copa, 4 from Pel-ey daved LB 


DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


BURGLARY, 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 











